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ation sufficiently liberal to accelerate the armament of the 
fortifications agreeably to the proposition submitted by him, 
and to place our whole Atlantic sea-board in a complete 
state of defense. A just regard to the permanent interests 
of the country evidently requires this measure, but there 
are also other reasons which, at the present juncture, give 
it peculiar force, and make it my duty to call to the subject 
your special consideration.”’ 


Mr. A. thought that was all that related to the 

subject; and he offered the resolution for the ap- 

ointment of a committee with instructions to 
inquire and report as to the facts relating to the 
loss of the three million appropriation bill, prin- 
cipally in consequence of what had taken place 
in another quarter upon this subject. 

The CHAIR reminded the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts that it was not in order to allude to the 
Senate. 

Mr. ADAMS said he was ee well dis- 
posed to observe the rules established, and would 

o no further in reference to what had taken place 
in the Senate than the rules would authorize. He 

said that he had offered the resolution in conse- 
uence of what had occurred in another place. 

{e had not said that that place was the Senate of 
the United States. That was a matter which any 
gentleman was competent to determine for him- 
self where the place was. He said this because, 
although perfectly aware that in point of form, 
there was a rule, never observed, that no allusion 
shall be made in debate, in either House, to what 
is passing in the other; yet unless allusion to what 
was going forward in the other branch of the Legis- 
lature should be permitted, it would take from him 
the possibility of stating the real grounds on which 
he asked a committee of the House. He did not 
refer nominally to anything that had taken place 
in the Senate, but he did refer to what had taken 

place elsewhere; and he should proceed, and have 
reference to what had occurred in another place, 
as long as it should be the pleasure of the Speaker 
or the House to permit him. 

The SPEAKER here read the rule which ap- 
plied to the case, and Mr. Apvams was about pro- 
ceeding; when 

Mr. MERCER called him to order. Thegen- 
tleman from Massachusetts had not nominally 
alluded to the Senate, but he had intentionally, 
and was therefore out of order. 

The SPEAKER said, that, according to par- 
liamentary usage, the objectionable words must 
be reduced to writing. 

Mr. MERCER declined reducing the words to 
writing, and withdrew the call to order. 

Mr. ADAMS resumed. He would endeavor, 
as far as was in his ability, to avoid any collision, 
not only with the letter, but with the spirit of the 
rules, to which the gentleman from Virginia[Mr. 
Mercer] had appealed; and would, therefore, 
transfer the location of the place where these 
things had happened from the Senate of the 
United States to the office of the National Intelli- 
gencer; and would ask the gentleman if he had 
any objection to that? 

fr. MERCER said he objected to a quibble, 
with a view of reaching another branch of Con- 
gress, contrary to the rules of order. 

Mr. ADAMS. In the National Intelligencer, 
the official printer to the Senate of the United 
States, there was published a report of proceed- 
ings which had taken place in a certain body; and 
in that newspaper he found it charged, not only 
that the statement in the message of the President 
of the United States was not true, but that the 
failure of that bill was not caused by the Senate 
of the United States; that it did not fail there, but 
that it failed inanother House. Where was that? 
Was it this House? No, sir; that House exists no 
longer. But it was in this Hall; and the House 
which is now here consists, in a great measure, of 
the identical individuals who composed that House. 
One hundred and forty members of that House 
are also members of this House. - And in that 
same National Intelligencer he found the charge, 
not only that the failure of that bill was owing to 
the fault of that House, but that it died there, 


9 


—$—$—_—_——— 


| ment in doing the business of the people. 


| sentatives to support the President of the United 
| States and the 


'and there its bones are to be sought. 
| it also charged, that in the progress of the passage 

of that bill the most violent outrages were com- 
| mitted on the Constitution of the United States 
| by the President and by the House, in conspiracy 
‘together. It was admitted, on all hands, that the 
failure of the bill was occasioned by the introduc- | 
| tion of a section into it, appropriating three mil- 
lions of dollars for the defense of the country; 
and the President now tells us that the failure of 
| that appropriation was a subject of great incon- 
| venience to the people of the country. On this 
| Subject an issue has been taken in the National 
| Intelligencer; and that issue involved not merely 
‘the President of the United States, but it involved 

the House of Representatives. That was an 
| additional reason why he wished for a commit- 
| tee to inquire into the matter. That reason, he 
| hoped, would be sufficient for every member who 
| felt his honor implicated to call for investigation, 
and have the subject examined, to show where 
the failure of that bill was to be charged. He 
had, he repeated, said that he considered it the 
first duty of every branch of Government to har- 
monize with the other branches of the Govern- 
It was 
the duty of the members of the House of Repre- 





executive Government of the 
country in every measure appropriately belonging | 
| ging 


| to his high office; and, in like manner, it was equal- || 
mn his duty to support the other branches of the | 
‘ 
o 


vernment; and that hisduty was obligatory and 
reciprocal upon the Senateand President. Thishe 
had always considered as the first duty of every 
person concerned in administering the Govern- 








| the branches of the Legislature and the President. 


ment, whether of the executive or legislative de- 
partments. It was a subsequent duty that each 
of these powers was to be a watchman and sentinel 
over the proceedings of the other. This, between 
the two branches of the Legislature, was a matter 
of extreme importance, and was scarcely less im- 
portant in the relations between both and each of 








| to every member of the House—and he believed 
| to every person out of the House—that the appro- 


The appropriation of three millions of dollars for 
the defense of the country was inserted in the 
general fortification bill by amendment proposed 
by thegentl eman from New York, [Mr. Campre- 
LENG,] in consequence of a resolution which had 
passed unanimously in the House, and by which | 
unanimous vote the House declared that the exe- | 
cution of the treaty of the 4th of July, 1831, with 
France,should be insisted on. It was well known 


priation of three millions was introduced in conse- 
quence of the vote on that resolution the night | 
before. It was well known that the resolution, 
which finally passed by that vote, had been con- 
tested by a debate of several days immediately 
before its passage, upon grounds that such a reso- 
lution would occasion war. If you look, said he, 
to the Journals of the House for the resolution 
which passed, and to the several resolutions pro- 
posed as substitutes for it, you will see thatit was 
admitted with extreme reluctance by many mem- 
bers of the House, that it was ardently and per- 
severingly contested, and upon the grounds that 
it would occasion a war. Under these cireum- 
stances, although the House were not of opinion 
that it would give just cause for war, still how 
was it possible for a statesman, looking to the in- 
terests of our common country, not to see that 
these reasons so pressed upon the consideration 
of the House, and, looking to the action of another 
Government, might have that tendency. The 
conduct of a foreign Government to be predicated 
upon this act of ourown was matter of foresight 
and conjeeture. There was misunderstanding 
and irritation between our Government and that 
of France. The members of the House who had 
resisted the passage of the resolution—intelligent 
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and patriotic men—had urged the House against || 


' 
| 


it, and all the tender sympathies of our mneeits 
and all the seutiments of humanity in our bosoms, 
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|| had been appealed to, as warnings against that 


resolution. he image of war, in all its terrors 


/and with all its calamities, had been held up 


before us to deter the House from the assertion 
of the nation’s rights and of the nation’s honor 
contained in that resolution. Conscious that the 


| resolution could not give any just cause of of- 


fense, the House did not believe that it would 


| offend or endanger the peace of the country; yet 
| in deference to the fears of the minority, and as 


an earnest of their sincerity in the determination 
to insist upon the execution of the treaty, it was 
deemed fitting that the country should put itself 
in an attitude of defense, to meet the worst possible 
contingency, and to sustain that resolution which 
they unanimously passed. These were the 


| grounds upon which thatitem was introduced on 
| the last day of the session. 


And why on the last 
day? Because it was only the night before that 
the unanimous vote had passed. 

In all the debate in the National Intelligencer, 
to which he had referred, there was no more trace 


| of such a resolution as having passed the House 


than if it had never existed; no more trace than 


| could be found on the Journal of the Senate of 








| used by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
| did this (he remarked) with reluctance; but it 


what they would do for the defense of the country, 
or to insist upon the execution of the treaty of 
July. But in that debate in the National Intelli- 
gencer he found a prodigious display of eloquence 
against the constitutionality of the section appro- 
oe $3,000,000 for the defense of the country, 
vecause It had not been recommended by the 


|| Executive. 


Mr. MERCER again rose to order. He charged 
that the gentleman was alluding to a debate in the 
Senate. 

The SPEAKER said that the gentleman must 
reduce the exceptional words to writing. 

Mr. MERCER reduced to writing, and pro- 
ceeded to read, the words which he alleged were 


He 


was for the purpose of preserving that comity 


|} and harmony between the two bodies that the 


gentleman had referred to, and which he,no doubt, 
desired to maintain, that he had felt called upon 
by a sense of duty to raise the question of order. 

The words taken down by Mr. Mercen were 
read at the Clerk’s table, and the Speaker in- 


| quired of the gentleman from Massachusetts 


whether he admitted their correctness. 
Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman from Virginia 


|| [Mr. Mercer] had expressed great aversion to 


quibbling. 

Mr. PARKER here rose and urged that order 
should be maintained, as it was impossible to 
understand what was going on while the mem- 
bers were standing or moving about. 


Mr. MERCER said the gentleman from Mas- 


| sachusetts might modify the language which he 


| had reduced to writing. 


Mr. ADAMS proceeded to state wherein the 
gentleman from Virginia had not correctly stated 
the words which he had used. 

Mr. MERCER said the evident meaning of the 


| gentleman, in his opinion, authorized the terms 


which he had employed in reference to the excep- 
tion he had taken. IVE. 

Mr. ADAMS said, as*he understooa che rule, 
exception must be taken to the words of a mem- 


| ber—not to any meaning which any gentleman 


might think proper to attach to his words. He 


| entered into a further explanation of the terms 


| 
' 


which he had employed. 

Mr. MERCER expressed -his dissatisfaction 
with the explanation, and he felt bound to perse- 
vere in the motion which he had made. 

Mr. WISE hoped the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts would be permitted to proceed, whether 
in order or out of order. If ever there was a case 
where members should be permitted to speak 
frankly on both sides, in order that the truth and 
the whole truth might be elicited, this was one, 

After some conversation between the Speaker 


and Messrs. HARDIN, MERCERand ADAMS, 











Stky Seep. 
2 Ra Geman 


pe alr. 


eS 


aE see? 


cameeeinaetie 
i 
wae ag - 
ee ip amc 


Fe ebrY DE tie: 


eating IS Rai EE 


Ts 


SR. SE BRO oe 


SATTA S0 se 


a 


Para. Mire 


toy ay 


SS 





130 


the question was put, and the House decided by | 
a large majority, that the words taken down by 


Mr. MERCER were not used by Mr. ADAMS. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY called for the orders of 
the day. 

The CHAIR decided the motion out of order, 
the Hlouse having suspended all its rules to enable 
the gentleman from Massachusetts to submit his 
resolution. 

Mr. ADAMS continued. He said his object 
in offering the resolution was precisely the same 
with that which had induced his honorable friend 
from Virginia to interpose this objection of mere 
formality against it; namely, to restore harmony 
between all the departments of the Government, 
not only between the House and the Senate, 
but also between both Houses of Congress and 
the executive departments of the Government; 
for if there ever was a time when harmony, per- 
fect and complete, between the different depart- 
meuts of the Government was necessary, now 
was the time. The people of the country called 
for it—the interests of the nation demanded it. 
Mr. A. said these were his motives for offering 
the resolution; and he trusted that, if the House 
would indulge him in the appointment of the 
committee he demanded, that committee would 
have it in their power to report that all the charges 
made against the House were utterly groundless 
and unfounded; and believing that that would be 
the result of the investigation, he hoped that it 
would contribute to restore the harmony which 
no longer exists between the two branches of the 
Legislature of the country. The restoration of 
harmony depended upon the vindication of the 
honor of the Hlouse of Representatives at the last 
session of Congress; for if that vindication could 
not be made complete, there was no prospect of 
any harmony at the present session of Congress, 
and especially upon that most important subject, 
our foreign relations—the question of peace or 
war. The foundation of the resolution offered 
was, on his part, entirely defensive; its object was 
to vindicate the House of Representatives from 
reflections which were entirely undeserved. 

Mr. A. said, it was difficult for him to recon- 
nect together the train of thought, after so much 
interruption, which he had wished to present to 
the House. He would, however, revert to one or 
two points which required notice. It was against 
the introduction of the section appropriating 
$3,000,000 for the defense of the country, that 
the ery of unconstitutionality, against both the 
Executive and House of Representatives, had 
‘been raised. One of the great charges was, that 
the House of Representatives had inserted that 
section without recommendation from the Presi- 
dent. That was the great offense on which was 
founded the bursts of indignant eloguence which 
would rather see the enemy battering down the 


walls of the Capitol than agree to such an appro- | 


priation for the defense of the country. 

Observe, sir, once more, the terms, the object, 
and the condition of that appropriation. 
to be expended, in whole or in part, under the 
direction of the President of the 
the executive head of the nation, sworn to the 


faithful execution of the laws; sworn especially || 


and intrusted with the superintendence of all the 
defenses of the country against the ravages of a 
foreign invader; it was to be expended for the 
**military and naval service, including fortifica- 
tions, and ordnance, and increase of the Navy.”’ 
These, sir, the natural and appropriate instru- 
ments of national defense against a foreign foe, 
were thi le and exclusive objects of this appro- 
priation’ Not one dollar of it could have been 
applied fo any other purpose by the President 
without a violation of his official oath and of his 
official trust—not one dollar of it could have been 
applied by him to any other purposes without 
making himself liable to impeachment; not by 
that Hlouse of Representatives, but by us, their 
successors, fresh co the constituent body, the 
people; yet, before that same Senate for his judges, 
a majority of whom were surely not of his friends, 
not one dollar of it could he have expended with- 
out giving a public account of it to the Repre- 
sentatives of the people and the nation. Nor was 
this all. 
to be expended, not unconditionally, but only in 
the event that it should be rendered necessary for 
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— to join him in battering them down. 


| by recommendation from the Executive? Why, 
sir, the Executive has told us now, that that ap- 


It was || 
| approve. 
nited States— |) 


Thus confined to specific objects, it was || 
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the defense of the country prior to the then next |! positively determining to do Notuinc—not even 


session of Congress—an interval of nine months— | 
during which no other provision could have been 
made to defend your soil from a sudden invasion, 
or to protect your commerce floating upon every 
sea from a sweep of a possible royal ordinance 
of France. 

And this is the appropriation following close 
upon that unanimous vote of two hundred and | 
seventeen members of the House, that the execu- 
tion of the treaty of 1831 should be maintained | 
and insisted on. Thisis the appropriation so | 
tainted with man-worship, so corrupt, so uncon- | 


stitutional, that the indignant and patriotic elo- | 


quence of the National Intelligencer would sooner | 
see a foreign enemy battering down the walls of 
the Capitol than agree to it. Sir, for a man utter- 
ing such sentiments there would be but one step 
more, a natural and easy one to take, and that 
would be, with the enemy at the walls of the 


lere Mr. A. was interrupted by a spontaneous 
burst of feeling and applause from members on 
the floor. The Speaker immediately called to 
order. The indiscretion was momentary, and the 
most respectful silence followed. 
Mr. A. resumed. He hoped he had shown that | 
the section making the appropriation of three mil- 
lions was introduced from absolute necessity on | 


the last day of the session, because it was in con- || 


sequence of the unanimous vote of the day pre- 
ceding. Was he now to be told that thisand the 
other House must not appropriate money unless 


propriation was perfectly in accordance with his 
wishes. Yet here thecharge is inverted, and un- 
constitutional conspiracy and man-worship are 





imputed to this House on account of that oaeee- 
priation, because it was approved and desired by 
the Executive. 


from the departments; of messages between this 
and the other House, when the resolution of the 
House had been passed but the day before? That 
resolution was itself passed in consequence of a 
communication from the Executive, and in fur- 
therance of the views of that officer. Then why 
was the charge of man-worship made? He would 
appeal to the House to say whether he was a 
worshipper of the present Executive. He had 


vote, 
in voting for that appropriation ? 
Neither the 
nor the measures of commercia 


atives approved them; but the House, and, thank 


| God! the people of the country, had done homage 
| to the spirit which had urged to the recommentia- | 

tion, even of those measures which they did not | 
He again repeated, why was it that | 
the House must be charged with man-worship || 
and unconstitutional conspiracy, because they || 
passed an appropriation of three millions for the | 


defense of the country, ata time when imminent 


| danger of war was urged, as resulting from that 


very resolution which, but the night before, 


| passed by a unanimous vote? Because, forsooth, 
_ that appropriation had not been called for by the 


Executive; and yet, because it was approved by 
the Executive. 

Sir, there were at the last session of Congress 
three systems of policy to be pursued with regard 


to our then controversy with France, which had |; 
| marked the proceedings of the three branches of | 
our Government, charged with the duties and the | 
The system of the | 


responsibilities of legislation. 
President was contained in the recommendations 
of his annual message. The system of the 
Senate is disclosed by their resolution unani- 
mously adopted on the 14th of January, 1834, 
in these words, as appears upon their journals: 


“ Resolved, That itis inexpedient at present to adopt 
any legislative measuré in regard to the state of affairs 
between the United States and France.” 


A resolution not only declining to do that 


' which the Presidept had recommended to vindi- 


rate the rights and the honor of the nation, but 


Where was the possibility of a || 
recommendation from the Executive; of statements || 
|| France.” 





to express a sense of the wrongs which the coun- 
try was enduring from France, 

Such was the system of the Senate. That of 
the House was neither exactly that which had 
been recommended by the President, nor yet 
that of the Senate. It was a subject of long; of 
anxious, and of ardent deliberation and debate 
during the last week of the session. 

The chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations had reported three resolutions; ag 
substitutes for which, I had the honor of sy). 
mitting to the consideration of the House three 
others. The minority of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations had presented a report, concluding 
with a sentence which, at the suggestion of the 


‘chairman of the committee, I adopted as a mod- 
‘ification of my first resolution, and which the 
| chairman of the committee consented to take as 
| a substitute for the first reported by him. 
sentence, from which, with the general assent of 
| the House, thé words “at all hazards’’ had been 
_ withdrawn, was finally moved by me, and every 


This 


member present, two hundred and seventeen in 
number, answered at the call of his name, ay. 
The resolution was in these words— 
* Resolved, That in the opinion of this House, the treaty 


| With France of the 4th of July, 1831, should be maintained, 


and its execution insisted on.”’ 
I then withdrew the second and third of the 


resolutions which I had proposed. 
The second of the resolutions reported by the 


| chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
| was that the committee should be discharged from 
| the further consideration of so much of the Pres- 


ident’s message as related to commercial restric- 
tions, or to reprisals on the commerce of France. 
It was unanimously adopted by the House. 
The third resolution reported by the chairman 
of the committee was— 


Resolved, That contingent preparation ought to be made 
to meet any emergency growing out of our relations with 


This was the resolution intended to sustain at 
once the spirit of the President’s recommendation, 
and the sincerity of the resolution just adopted by 


| the House. 


But there was only one day left of existence to 


|| the House; and, therefore, no possibility of wait- 


ang for a message from the President for estimates 


' from the War and Navy Department, or for the 
voted for that appropriation, and he gloried in the || 
Was he chargeable with man-worship | 
He had not || 
approved the special measures which had been | 
recommended by the Executive at the commence- || 

| ment of that session of Congress. 
| measure of issuing letters of marque and reprisals, 
interdict or re- | 

| striction—neither had that House of eran 


slow progress of a bill through all its usual stages 
in both Houses of Congress. Such proceedings, 
highly proper for the usual and ordinary expend- 
itures of the year, were not only unnecessary, 
but would have been, to say the least, useless for 


/an appropriation contingent upon events then 


uncertain, and the amount necessary for which 
could not, with any approximation to precision, 
be estimated or foreseen. 

The resolution was laid on the table at the mo- 
tion of the chairman of the committee who had 
reported it, and who then, in my hearing, and in 
the hearing of all in the House who chose to 
hear him, gave notice that he should in its stead 
move an additional appropriation in the fortifica- 
tion bill then before the House. Whether he 
named the sum of $3,000,000 as that which he 
should propose or not, I do not recollect. He 
had openly spoke in the House before, as con- 
templating a largersum. Considering the contin- 


gent and oo danger against which it was to 
t 


provide, I thought the sum certainly not too large. 
And now, sir, where is all this scaffolding of 
indignation and horror at an appropriation for 


| specific purposes for the defense of the country, be- 


cause, forsooth, it had not been recommended by 
special message from the Executive. Gone, sir! 
gone! You shall look for it, and you shall not 

nd it. You shall find no more trace of it than, 
in the tales of the National Intelligencer, you 
shall find of that vote of 217 yeas—which was the 
real voucher for the purity and genuine patriot- 
ism of that appropriation of $3,000,000—de- 
nounced to the world, by the eloquent orators of 
the senatorial press, as so profligate and corrupt, 


that an enemy at the gates of this Capitol could 
not have justified a vote in its favor to arrest his 


arm, and stay his hand in the act of battering 
down these walls. You shall find no more trace 


of it than upon the Journals of the Senate of the 
last session of Congress you shall find of sensi- 
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bility to the wrongs which our country was en-| 


during from France; and if upon those Journals 
such a trace can be found, it must be by clearer 
and more searching eyes than mine. 


Then why are we told, that nobody knew any- | 


thing of the reasons of the House for adopting that 
amendment to the fortification bill? Nothing 
passed in the House but what was known in the 
other portion of the Capitol. Nothing was to be 
found on the Journals of the other body, that 
would go to sustain the Executive and the coun- 
try. In another body there were resolutions passed 
very explicitly declaring that they would not do 
what the Executive recommended, but no resolu- 
tions were passed saying what they woulddo. A 
different course of policy was pursued by the 
House. It adopted unanimous resolutions, and 
showed that, although the measures recommended 
by the President did not entirely meet their appro- 
bation; yet, that the rights of the country and the 
execution of the treaty were to be insistedon. In 
another branch of the Capitol, at the same time, it 
was not known what the House were doing; yet 
217 names answering ‘‘yea,’’ stood recorded on 
the Journals of this House. These were the facts, 
and an impartial history of that bill would show, 


(Mr. A.) said he should vote to recede from the 
appropriation, because from the temper of the 
Senate it was evident, if that course was not pur- 
sued, the whole bill would be lost. Mr. A. said 
he did, accordingly, vote to recede, but it was 
not to recall the vote he had before given; it was 
solely because he believed that, if the House did 
not recede, the whole bill would be lost. As the 
object of the bill was for the ordinary appropri- 


|| that a large quorum was found. 
|| because, in the National Intelligencer, the exem- 
ong assiduity of the members of the Senate, in 


ations for fortifications, he was unwilling to lose | 
it, and therefore gave up the three million appro- | 


priation to save the remainder of the bill. 
was not the sense of the House to recede, and the 
vote to recede stood 87 to 110. The sense of the 


House was strong; it was earnest, but it was re- | 


spectful. How was it with the Senate? The next 
communication which the House received from it 
was, that the Senate had adhered to their disagree- 
ment. Intheintercourse betweenthe two Houses 


| every person knew that adhering was the very last 
| resort—that it scarcely ever was recurred to ex- 


| House adhere, the bill is lost. 


that there was sufficient and ample cause for the | 


appropriation of three millions. But the three 
million appropriation was received by the Senate 
in a most unfortunate temper, and as proof of this 
it became absolutely necessary for him to refer to 
their proceedings. 
for the three million section was submitted in the 
House, and little objection was made to it. It was 
perfectly uiiasaua 

of the House, that it was founded on the vote of 
the night preceding, and no one, so far as he 
recollected, objected to it because there was no 
recommendation from the Executive. 


was my own, are recorded upon the Journals in 
favor of that amendment, and of those names, 
seventy-two belong to members of this House; 
seventy-seven names appear on the Journal re- 


corded against the ean a of which | 
‘he proportion | 


are of members of this House. 
of rélected members is rather larger of the names 
in the affirmative, than of those in the negative. 
3ut, | have said che amendment was received by 
the Senate ina b:.d temper, and now for the proof. 
The resolution as recorded on the Journals of the 
House was as follows : 


“ And be it, §c., That the sum of $3,000,000 be, and the || 
same is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- | 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended, in whole | 
or in part, under the direction of the President of the | 


United States, for the military and naval service, including 
fortifications and ordnance, and increase of the Navy: Pro- 


vided, Such expenditure should be rendered necessary for | 


the defense of the country prior to the next meeting of 
Congress.*? 

Observe what were the purposes of the appro- 
priation. Was the House wasting and squan- 
dering the public money, when it made that ap- 
propriation? No, sir. 


by gentlemen on both sides || 


The votes | 
were taken on it by yeas and nays, and it was | 
adopted. One hundredand nine names, (said Mr. | 
Apams,) the first of which in alphabetical order | 


Shall it be said that the | 
appropriation, if made, must have been wasted? | 


| What are its consequences? 


cept as a challenge of defiance to the other House. 
They are always 


to hazard the loss of the whole bill; if the other | 


The Senate said, 
‘*'Take back yourappropriation,or lose your bill,”’ 
and that at the earliest stage at which they could 
pass such a vote. It was well known to every 


| man that the vote to adhere never passes between 








When an enemy is at the walls of the Capitol, || 
it will be but a sorry objection to make, that you | 


have no confidence in the man at the head of the 
Government. He hoped that the matter might 


be fully exposed; and whatever might be his rela- | 


tions with the head of thé Government, he did | 


not think that that vote would be charged to man- 


worship. Upon thatresolution, one hundred and | 
nine names were recorded in the affirmative, and 


were there one hundred and nine members to be 


charged with being man-worshipers and con- | 


Spirators against the Constitution of their coun- 
try? Among these names were several, if they 
were capable of anything like man-worship, 


(which he did not believe,) the object of whose | 
worship would be some other than the present | 


tenant of the White House;eventhe very men who 
now made these charges againstthem. He said, 


that the section was received in bad temper by the |, 


Senate. They immediately disagreed to the amend- 
ment, it was said, with little debate, and sent their 


the two Houses in good temper. 


agree to what we think will we right.”’ Mr. A. 


|| here read the following extract from Jefferson's 


Manual, in support of his views: 


* When either House sends a bill to the other, the other 
may pass it with amendment. 


mons adhere to their disagreement. 
may be repeated as often as they choose, to keep the ques- 
tion open. But the first adherence by either renders it 


| necessary for the other side to recede or adhere also ; when 


the matter is usually suffered to fall. The term of insisting 
was certainly (in 1679) a happy innovation, as it multiplies 
the opportunities of trying modifications which may bring 
the Houses to a concurrenee. Ejither House, however, is 


| free to pass over the term of insisting and to adhere in the 


first instance, BUT IT Is NOT RESPECTFUL TO THE OTHER.”? 
Mr. A. said he doubted whether, in the whole 
intercourse between the two Houses of Congress, 


/an adherence was ever before resorted to at so 


early a stage of a difference between them. He 
was sure there never had been such an instance 
unless ata time of bad temper between the Houses. 
It was a special disposition to cast odium upon 
the House, a special bravado that induced the 
Senate thus to draw the sword and throw away 
the seabbard, and they ADHERED. Notwithstand- 


ing, the natural feeling was, when the bill came to | 
the House, to adhere on their part, and that mo- | 


tion was actually made; yet so anxious was the 


House to save the bill that they did not adhere, | 


neither did they recede: they insisted again, and 
asked of the Senate a conference, to which the 
Senate agreed, although at that time the hour was 
twelve in real time. That clock, (pointing to 
the clock in the Hall,) to be sure, so far as a clock 
could show, said it was not twelve, but it was not 


possessed of the power of Joshua of old, who | 
commanded the sun and moon to stand still; old | 


Time submitted to no such power, but moved 
along regardless of what was doing here. The 
committee of conference of the House went out, 
and that committee felt themselves constrained to 
consent to a reduction of the $3,000,000 down 
to $890,000. 

Thus, sir, this horrible conspiracy against the 
Constitution melted down to a mere question of 
dollars and cents—whether the appropriation 
should be $3,000,000 or $800,000. The appro- 


|| priation was made positive instead of being con- 


disagreement down to the House. He recollected | 


that the present Speaker, who was then chairman | 


of the Committee of Ways and Means, did him 
the honor to ask him what we should do, and he 


\\ 


tingent upon a necessity not certain to come, and 
it was confined to two objects of permanent ordi- 


nary appropriation, still leaving the possible con- | 


tingent danger unprovided for. He had said, 


and believed, that the conferees on the part of 


the House had been constrained to accept this 
compromise for the purpose of saving the bill; 
but it was too late: when the conferees on the 


[t was always | 
considered as a challenge, ‘* Lose your bill, or 
In the first place, the motion || 


The regular progression in | 
this case is, the Commons disagree to the amendment; the | 
Lords insist upon it; the Commons insist on their disagree- | 
ment; the Lords adhere to their amendment; the Com- | 
The term of insisting | 
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theless, true the House was de facto dead. The 


| 
| 


Sut it || 


existed, there would have been. 


; 131 


Journal shows that from that time it was impossible 
to make a quorum. It was a few minutes before 
He said this 


the discharge of their duties, was invidiously con- 
trasted with the insinuated neglect of the members 
of the House, where it was insinuated that busi- 
ness could not be done for want of a quorum. 
But why was the House found without a quorum? 
Recause sixty or seventy members, conscientious- 
ly believing that they were no longer the Rep- 
resentatives of the people, refused or forbore to 
answer to theirnames. Your Journals will show 
that motien after motion was made to that effect. 
Many members declined answering on these 
grounds,and no motion was made to compel them 
to vote as by the rules of the House, had it still 
He was not one 
of those who believed that the session ended at 
midnight. In his opinion the two years’ duration 
of Congress was from the time of day at which 


the House commenced its session—say to the 


hour of noon on the 4th of March. He believed 


i that to be the true construction of the constitu- 


tional term of two years; but it was a constitu- 
tional question, and it was not for him to judge 


‘of the motives of men who conscichtiously be- 








part of the House returned, that House was no | 


more—it was a lifeless corpse. A friend and col- 
league of his, now in his eye, had indeed said it 


| was the noisiest dead body that he had ever seen 


or heard of. That was true; yet it was, never- 


| 
i 


|| no right to vote on anything in the House. 


lieved that the period of their political existence 
had expired. When the Cumberland road bill 
passed, the question was taken by yeasand nays, 


| and the vote was 94 to 80, making 174 votes. Here 


was a quorum voting, which showed that the 
House, at twelve o’clock, was doing business; 
but in ten minutes after no quorum could be 
found—not in consequence of there not being 
members present, but in consequence of their 
conscientious seruples. He recollected the in- 
stance of a gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Gi- 
| MER,] a man as conscientious and as intelligent as 
/any member of that or the present House who, 
| upon being called, refused to answer, and gave 
as his reason, that he was no longer a Represent- 
ative of the people, and immediately after the 
vote was taken went out of the House at that 
door and never returned. It was not, therefore, 


| the want of a sufficient number of members pres- 


ent, but from the conscientious conviction of so 


| large a number of the members as reduced the 


remainder to less than a quorum, that they had 


) “After 
that took place, the committee of conference re- 


| turned to the House, but no report was made, 


and what was the reason? Beeause there was no 
House. The roll was called, and no quorum was 
to be found. 

He said that he did not consider the constitu- 
tional term of two years, assigned to the members 
of the House of Representatives, and the term of 
four years, during which the President of the 
United States holds his office, commences or ex- 
pires at midnight. The services of two, and of 
four years commenced running from the time when 


| the members of the first Congress assembled to 


| noon to midnight, but from noon to noen. 


commence the operations of this Government 
under the Constitution of the United States, which 
was on the 4th of March, 1789, at noon. The two 

ears from that time expired, not on the 3d of 
\ arch, 1791, at midnight, but onthe 4th of March, 
at noon. The expiration of a year is not from 
[t is 
so, astronomically, by the law of nature. The 
time at which a day shall commence and termin- 
ate is a matter altogether arbitrary and conven- 
tional. Some nations have in their civil eompu- 
tation commenced the day at sunrise, and some 
at sunset—some at midnight, and some at noon. 


| Astronomers and navigators always reckon the 
| day from noon to noon; and why should not the 


| constitutional computation of time follow the same 
law, which is the law of nature? The principle 
onee established could be attended with no sort 
| of inconvenience; whereas the computation from 
noon to midnight must be subject once every two 
me to a solution of continuity for twelve hours 
vy the non-existence of « House of Representa- 
tives, and once in every four years, to an inter- 
regnum or vacancy in the office of President of 
the United States. Emergencies might easily be 
foreseen, perhaps even precontrived, in which 


| either of those events would be attended with very 
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great public inconvenience. Monarchical Gov- 
ernments have always guarded with the utmost 
possible care against every solution of continuity. 
Their kings never die. It would be a radical de- 
fect in every republican Government not to be 


invested with the same official immortality—the | 


office always filled, however frequently the indi- 
vidual incumbent may be ae 

fore, my opinion that the House might have sat 
transacting business till noon of the 4th of March, 
and accordingly my name will be found and re- 
corded on eve ry taking of the yeas and nays until 
the adjournment, after it was announced that the 
Senate had adjourned. 

Mr. A. said that was his opinion then, and he 
had then expressed it tothe House, but it was 
not the opinion of a large number of members of 
the House. The members were in the House 
ready to vote, but in their opinion the time had 
massed, 
in the House might have been known to every 
member of the Senate, if they had seen fit to make 
the inquiry. j 
that time no quorum of the House could be found. 
No vote was taken. ‘The House was de facto dead. 
fut in that state of things, after the House was 
a lifeless corpse, the following message was sent 
from the Senate, which Mr, A. requested the clerk 
to read: *% 

‘“ Resolved, That a message be sent to the honorable the 
House of Representatives, respectiully to remind the House 
of the report of the committee of conference appointed on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill respecting the fortilications of the 
United States.”’ 

Mr. A. appealed to the Speaker as one of the 
oldest members of the House, and in his official 
capacity, as the guardian and vindicator of the 
honor of the House, whether in his experience in 
the legislation of this country he had any recol- 
lection of such a message having passed between 
the House of Representatives and the Senate ?— 
a message reminding the House of their duty; 
reminding the House of what they had to do; 
reminding the House of the particular business 
which it was their duty to take up and act upon. 
He asked the oldest member in the House whether 
he had any recollection of any such message hav- 
ing passed between the House of Representatives 
and the Senate? He asked the youngest member, 
and paused for a reply. He heard none, and 
under these circumstances he took upon himself 
to say, that no such message was ‘oie found on 
the Journals of Congress since the foundation of 
the Government. Here was one branch of the 
Legislature turning the task-masters of the other. 
We read in Holy Writ of a judge of Israel who 
undertook to teach the men of Succoth; and it 
was by scourging them with the briers of the 
wilderness. Since the days of Abimelech there 
has been no such teaching as this by the Senate 
to the House of Representatives of the United 
States. 


He dwelt on this subject, because, if there was | 


to be any such thing as harmony between the two 
Houses in the discharge of their duty to the peo- 
ple of the country, he hoped that that message 
would stand as a solitary monumentand warning 
never to be repeated. He hoped that such a mes- 


sage would never go from the House to the Sen- | 


ate. He hoped the House would always be 
courteous enough to suppose that the Senate of 
the United States knew what was their duty, and 
would discharge it accordingly. 


Mr. A. said that no such example existed on | 


the Journals of the House of Representatives, but 
he was aware that there had been instances of 
the kind in the Parliament of Great Britain; and 


they were referred to in Mr. Jefferson’s Manual, | 


as follows: ‘** When a bill is sent by one House 
*to the other, AND Is NEGLECTED, they may send 
‘a message to remind them of it. But if it be 
‘mere inattention, it is better to have it done 
‘informally, by communications between the 
‘ yaaa or members of the two Houses.”’ 


rom this, it would be seen that the only cases | 


given in the Manual were where the House had 
neglected to act on a bill; he had consulted all the 
cases in Hatzell and Gray, and others referred to 
by Mr. Jefferson in his Manual; and he found that 
the last instance adduced of that kind, even in 
the British Parliament, was in 1721, one hundred 
and fifty years ago; and in all the cases severally 


. It was, there- | 


Now, whatever was doing at that time | 


It was perfectly known that after | 





} referred to such messages never were sent, unless 
there was a violent misunderstanding between the 
_ two Houses, and when the neglect of the bill was 
extremely injurious. Such was the nature of the 
message which he hoped never would be repeated 
| in the intercourse between the two Houses of Con- 
| gres®. But to complete the true character of that 
| 


message, he must inquire at what time it was sent? 
It was sent at two o’clock in the morning; it was 
| sent ata time when it was known, both in the 
| Hlouse and the Senate, that no quorum was to be 
| found. When that message maddie, he must 


| had filled his bosom, it was at that moment. He 
felt itas an insult to the immediate representatives 
of the people; andif it had been sent at amoment 
when the House yet existed, with the power to 
resent unprovoked insult, he verily believed that, 
imitating the example of our Congress in a some- 
what similar case 
he should have moved that a message be sent by 
two members of the House to cast the Senate mes- 
sage on their floor, and tell them that it was not 
the custom of the House to receive insolent mes- 
sages. It was, perhaps, well that he had no op- 

portunity to give vent to those feelings. What 


uring the revolutionary war, | 


were the feelings of the other members, it was not | 


House; for he saw thatthe insult was committed on 
| a dead body—another Achilles dragging around 
| the walls of Troy his prostrate and lifeless foe ! 
| It was said, sir, that there had been thrilling and 


iumexampled eloquence of indignation at this con- | 


for him to say; and he did not know that he had | 
ever communicated his own to any member of the | 


spiracy of man-worship, servility, and corrup- | 


tion, displayed by the House of Representatives, 
in that appropriation of $3,000,000 for the con- 
tingent necessary defense of the country from 
| foreign aggression; but I trust I have alread 

| shown to the satisfaction of this House that all 


nation wastefully squandered away, some small 
| portion of which might have been profitably ex- 
pended upon the foreign treaty-breakers, under 
whose injustice our own country was smarting. 
This indignation and the temper with which it 
was manifested by these repeated insults to the 
Llouse did strike me as so extraordinary, and I 
must add, so unreasonable, that it was impossible 
to avoid the inquiry where the real sting of that 
$3,000,000 appropriation did lay, and what it was 
| that had excited this tempest of passion against 
it; and I thought the true motive was discern- 


seventeen ayes in the House, demanding that the 
execution of the treaty should be insisted on. 
That vote, however overlooked then or now, had 
| been neither unseen nor unfelt. It was not only 
'a departure from the do-nothing policy of the 
| Senate, but might be felt to contain a pungent 
though tacit rebuke upon that paralytic policy. 
|| The $3,000,000 appropriation was the complement 
and efficient energy of the unanimous vote of the 
preceding day. 

act of the House. 
the concurring vote of the Senate, and that vote 
would have made the Senate the unwilling acces- 
sary to implied censure upon its own quietism 
under foreign wrong. The vote of the House 
could not be nullified, but its efficient operation 
might be unnerved by the refugal of the appro- 


conjured up; and the overbearing arrogance of 
votes to adhere, and messages to remind, were 
substituted for the deficiency of better reasons 
| for refusing the appropriation. 





in the House; but, if it did fail at all, it failed 
before the appointment of the committee of con- 
ference. Its Seath blow was the senatorial vote to 
‘| adhere. It failed because it did please the Senate, 
| in their wisdom and patriotism, to strike out that 
| 

| 


appropriation, and to cast — the whole fortifi- 
e 


cation bill to exclude that sin 


item. Between 


that day and the present we have all had time to | 
He had submit- | 


suffer our feelings to cool down. 
ted in silence to the bad temper manifested on the 


‘hat vote was exclusively the | 
The appropriation required | 


Great horror was manifested at the conspir- | 
/acy and man-worship of appropriating these | 
$3,000,000, and that was the source of the trrumph- | 
ant message to remind, Perhaps, strictly speak- | 
ing, the bill containing that appropriation did fail | 


that eloquence was gratuitous, and all that indig- || 


eee 


ible in that unanimous vote of two hundred and | 


priation; and so the bloodlessghosts of executive | 
dictation and mpnareenn and servility were | 
( 
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| part of the Senate. That bad temper was mani- 


| fested not only to the President, but to the House 


of Representatives. If it had not been now re. 
uae with redoubled vigor, and by the tran- 
scendant ability which belonged to those who lead 
the Senate, he would have remained silent for the 
sake of peace and harmony; but now, under such 
charges, enforced with all the arguments which 
nine or ten months of meditation could bring to 


_ minds of the highest order—when such charges 
| went forth to the nation, accusing the House of 








_ Representatives of an unconstitutional conspirac 
confess, if ever a feeling of shame and indignation || 


with the President on that bill—he could no longey 
remain silent. He therefore moved the regsoly- 
tion, so that the House might not trust entirely 
to the statement of facts which he had submitted 
to them; but that the committee might inquire 
and report to the House what were the true causes 
and circumstances which produced the failure of 
the bill. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I have not much to 
say; but whatel have to say are principally facts, 
and I shall be confined to facts. { did not expect, 
sir, that this discussion unen this very important 
matter would come up to-day, Lwas in the midst 
of preparation for this discussion on another oc- 
easion, and, if I should not be so well prepared 
or as well arranged in my facts as I could wish, 


| | hope the House will pardon me. I will endeavor 


to have the whole case, at all events, in print. 
Mr. Speaker, this is an important question, 
The fate of the presidential canvass is in part 
made to depend upon it. It has been discussed 
during the last summer in all the public prints in 
the country. It has been discussed elsewhere 
since the meeting of Congress, and the discussion 
has commenced here; and, permit me to say, sir, 
the discussion thus far has been conducted blind- 
fold. I say, sir, the true issue of the failure of 
the fortification bill is not between the Senate of 
the United States and the House of Representa- 
tives; that, sir, is not the issue. I say it, and 


I will prove it from this Journal, and from facts 


in addition to this Journal, that neither the Sen- 
ate nor the House is responsible for the failure 
of that bill. The gentleman must pardon me, but, 
as Nathan said unto David, (pointing to Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG,) ** Thou art the man!”’ 

Mr. Speaker, I feel no excitement when I make 
this charge. I feel, sir, no personal ill-will to- 
wards the gentleman from New York when I 
make this charge. I must say that that gentle- 
man has ever been courteous and even kind to- 
wards me, and my feelings towards him are 
certainly of the same description. Sir, I respect 
him. But the question is up, and here is the 
place to discuss it; and here it may be fairly 
made known that he was one of the committee 
of conference on the part of this House on that 
memorable occasion, and another member of that 
same committee is now in another body.” From 
both ends of this Capitol let the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing bat the truth, go out to the 
country. Let us tell it as gentlemen. I shall give 
this gentleman a fair opportunity now to ry and 
tell it. I shall charge him in part—ay, sir, almost 
in whole—with being responsible for the failure 
of that bill. I have charges, too, Mr. Speaker, 
to make against others; and when the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Bynum] the other day 
was so particular as to throw stumbling-blocks 
in the way of those who should be inclined to 
forestall the truth, he’tendered the issue. Hold- 
ing them to the facts, here they are: 

On Tuesday, the 3d of March, 1835, the three 
million amendment to the bill No. 600, entitled 
‘* An act making appropriations for certain forti- 
fications,’’ was concurred in—see Journal, page 
509; one hundred and eighty-six members present, 
and the vote being yeas 109,nays77. I beg gentle- 
men to note the number of members then present 
and voting when this amendment was offered, 
was one hundred and eighty-six. ‘The Senate 
disagreed to this amendment, and the House re- 
fused to recede, by a vote of yeas 87, nays 110-- 
one hundred and ninety-seven members being 
then present and voting. On motion by Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG, (I use the gentleman’s name as a mem- 
ber of the last Congress, which, I presume, 1s 1n 
order,) the House insisted on its amendment, and 
the Senate was made acquainted therewith. The 
Senate then returned a message that they adhered 
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to their disagreement. 





Mr. Camprecene then 
moved that the House adhere; and on the ques- | 


tion that the House recede, the yeas were 88, || who were members of the present, it would be | was then again made by Mr. Jarvis, of Maine, 
nays 107—one hundred and ninety-five members || courteous and proper to refer to the State from || to adjourn, and, in deciding the question by yeas 


then present. The House then asked a confer- 
ence; and Mr. Camspretene of New York, Mr. 
Lewis of Alabama, and Mr. Hussarp of New 
Hampshire, were appointed a committee of con- 
ference. Here I regret, sir, that the gentleman 
from Alabama is sick. Mr. Lewis is not here to 
testify, and [ am sorry for it. At this point I 
beg the House to notice the proceedings as re- 
corded on the Journals. A number of enrolled 
bills were then reported, and then immediately 
assed the Cumberland road bill. And here, let 
me add, that, before the vote on the Cumberland 
road bill was taken, Mr. Gitmer, of Georgia, | 
rose in his seat—he sat near me—took out his 
watch, and announcing that the hour of twelve 
had arrived, departed from the House. Before | 
Mr. Guer did this, if I recollect right, this 
committee of conference had returned. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said that the vote on the 
Cumberland road bill was taken before the com- 
mittee of conference left the House. They re- 
mained to vote; and Mr. Hupsarp was present 
when Mr. Gitmer declined voting. 

Mr. WISE proceeded. It is a strange fact, 
then, that the gentleman should have remained 
till twelve o’clock before going out to meet the 
committee of conference on the part of the Senate. | 
However, be that as it may, 1 can testify, Mr. | 
Speaker, that the vote on the Cumberland road bill | 
was after twelve o’clock at night. I can testify | 
that the gentleman whose name reads CuurcHiLt | 
C. CAMBRELENG, in the last Congress, is recorded | 
as voting on that bill, after twelve o’clock at 
night. ‘Mark the fact; I will show it. 

Another name I will mention here, and I beg | 
the House to note that fact also, that reads 
Samve. Bearpstey, who voted on that bill after 
twelve o’clock that night. I beg the House to 
remember that fact. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY explained. He said it was 
true that he voted upon that bill, and it was the | 
last vote he gave. He should not undertake to 
say whether the gentleman’s time-piece indicated | 
twelve o’clock or not; but Mr. B’s watch did not 
at that time. He repeated that that was the last 
vote he gave; and shortly after, another question 
being presented, he dedlinedd voting, because he 
was then satisfied that the hour of twelve had 
arrived. The gentleman might suppose that the | 
Cumberland road bill was voted upon after twelve | 
o’clock. Mr. B. would not say that it was not 
so; but this he would say, he had not satisfac- 
tory evidence to his mind that the hour of twelve 
had arrived. He recollected that Mr. Gitmer 
rose and declined voting, alleging that twelve 
o’clock had arrived; but it was not surprising | 
that a diversity of opinion should exist on a few 
moments of time. The gentleman from Virginia 
might prove that Mr. B. voted after that hour, but 
reall his mere assertion would hardly establish 
the fact. 

Mr. WISE. I will put a question to the gen- 
tleman. Did he never vote before after twelve 
o’clock at night on the last night of the session? 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said he had no recollection 
of having ever done so. 

Mr. WISE. Well, I state the fact, or I know 
the fact, that Mr. Gitmer, of Georgia, did, before 
that bill was announced to the House—and it was | 
the first notice the House had that twelve o’clock | 
had arrived —take his watch from his pocket, and 
declare it. I can prove it by a gentleman who | 
perhaps recollects it, though Thave not conversed | 
with bien on the subject; a leading man-on that | 
bill, who sat by me, and held me down, in a good- 
natured kind of manner, from making any oppo- 
sition to the bill. He, perhaps, may have for- 
gotten it, but I remember it well. I intended to 
call the attention of the House to the fact that it | 
was after twelve o’clock, and it struck me that 
we were defunct. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not all. Two enrolled bills 
were afterwards reported, and then Mr. Jarvis, 
of Maine, moved a resolution to adjourn on ac- | 
count of the time of night: see page 523 of the | 
Journal. This, sir, was after Mi: . Gumer had | 
retired, and after the vote on the Cumberland | 
road bill, for which Mr. Bearps.ey voted. 
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| the President was in the Speaker’s room, signing 
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The CHAIR said, if the gentleman from Vir- | tion of the hour had been offered, so that the 


am . > ‘ | . . . 
ginia referred to members of the last Congress, || House had received double notice. A motion 


which they came. and nays, Samvuet Bearpsiey of the last Con- 
Mr. WISE. I read from the Journals. Well, || gress declined voting then for the first time. His 

I beg the attention of the House to that fact, that || name was passed over, and the yeas were Lo, nays 
Mr. Jarvis, of Maine, moved a resolution to ad- || 103; Mr. Saave, of the last House of Repre- 
journ, on account of the time of night, thereby | sentatives, voting in the affirmative, after his 
directly calling the attention of the House to the | previous announcement that twelve o’clock had 
fact that the session had expired, that the hour || passed, by two separate resolutions to adjourn; 
had come, and that we were dead. The resolu- || and Cuurcams. C. CaAMBRELENG voting in the 
tion then came up; and upon a vote, there was! negative against adjournment. All this after 
no quorum of a sudden—only one hundred and | two separate resolutions had been offered to ad- 
thirteen members being present. Still, we find | journ, assigning that the hour had expired, and 
Mr. Cuvurcuits C. CamBrecene still voting. after it was notorious that a member had left his 
The CHAIR again interposed, and said, if the | seat for the same reason. Now, sir, gentlemen 
gentleman read from the Teninah it was proper | may excuse themselves for voting in the aflirm- 
to use the name of a member; but if not, it was |) ative for adjourning, but I am at an utter loss to 
only in order to refer to the State from whence he |, see what “conscientious scruples’? can justify 
came. || their voting in the negative after the House no 
Mr. WISE. Well, [ will take the Speaker’s || longer existed in law, and possessed no legisla- 
course, and not my own; I will read from the | tive functions or power. Mr. Speaker, I intend 
Journal. The previous question was moved, and || to travel through the whole record, so that the 
on the question, ‘* Shall the main question be now || whole truth may be known, even to the pointing 
nut??? there were found 111 in the affirmative and || —ay,to the crossing of the t’s, and the dotting of 

one hundred and || the i’s. 

thirteen, and no quorum. Here, sir, 1 find the | Sir, after this resolution to adjourn failed for 
names of Joun Quincy Apams and Cuvurcniit | want ofa quorum, Mr. Wiii1aM Cost Jounson 
C. CamBRELENG, both voting after twelve o’clock || made a report from a committee, which was read, 
at night, and after they said the House was de- || and the Speaker laid before the House various 
funet. Where were theirconsciences? Where '} communications from the Departments, which 
The CHAIR said it was not in order to indulge | were received, and the Postmaster General's let- 
in personalities, or to refer to the motives of other || ter read in part, and all ordered to be printed. 
members of the House. || Every species of legislative functions were per- 
Mr. WISE. Why, the gentleman before me || formed—every one voting; the Speaker sitting 
(Mr. CamMBRELENG] 1s continually assuring me, | there, the House sitting here, after the two reso- 
sir, that he does not object to it; and [ hope the || lutions had been offered assigning as a reason for 
Speaker will permit me to proceed. The gentle- || adjourning, and that the hour had expired. Nor 
man from Massachusetts has said that gentleman | is thisall. Mr. Wurre, of Florida, laid an act of 
refused to vote after twelve o’clock on ‘‘con- || the legislative body of that Territory before the 
scientious scruples.”’ I put the question, then, || House, which was laid on the table; and then came 
in a more charitable phrase: where were their || a message from the Senate, which was read, to 
** scruples?”? Not only had Mr. Grumer retired || notify the House that the Senate were waiting, 
from the House, but a resolution had been ex- || &c. That was as much as to say to the House, 


pressly offered to adjourn, assigning as a reason | 


| 
| 
1 we do not wish this bill to fall, and we call upon 
that the hour had expired—notice given verbally || you to vote; we ask you to save the interests of the 
and in writing, and the reason of the notice given 


p || country, so far as it regards this bill. I now beg 
before this vote was taken. Mr. Speaker, where the attention of the House to this part of the Jour- 
were gentlemen’s ** scruples’”’ then ? (| nal. A message was received from the Senate 

Then, sir, came a report from the President of || by Mr. Lownie, their Secretary, as follows: 
the United States, of bills signed by him. The “Mr. Speaker, I am directed to bring to this House a 
President, at this time, was in the Speaker’s || resolution, as follows: 
room. I know the fact, that, after twelve o’clock, “ Resolved, That a messuge be sent to the honorable the 

House of Representatives, respectfully to remind the House 
ot the report of the committee of conference appomted on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment 
of the House to the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
respecting the fortifications of the United States.’’ 

This resolution having been read the Secretary 
withdrew, and Mr. CamBRELENG, chairman of 
| the committee of conference on the part of this 
| House, then rose and stated that he declined to 
but must designate him by his State; and the || make a report. Now, sir, mark the two reasons, 
gentleman was not in order to do so, unless he | and compare them with the facts onthe Journals: 


. | . 
ras reading from the Journal. | **On the ground that from the vote granting com- 
1 L 
| 
i} 
i] 
| 





bills, and that billssigned by him did not come in 
until after Mr. Grumer had retired, and after Mr. 
Jarvis had offered his resolution. 
The CHAIR stated to the gentleman, that, by 
the law by which the proceedings of that House 
had always been governed, no gentleman address- 
ing the Chair could mention a member by name, 


Mr. WISE. Whatname, sir? pensation to the Hon. Robert P. Letcher’’—he 
The CHAIR. The name of Mr. Jarvis. fixes the time here antecedent to his votes on 
Mr. WISE. I am reading from the Journal. || other questions—* on the ground that it was as- 
The CHAIR said he did not so understand the || certained that a quorum was not present.’? Why, 
gentleman. || sir, were not a quorum present? That is what 
Mr. WISE. Why those members were dead || I wish to come to. Up to a given mark, up to a 
last session of Congress! || given line, toa pussiedide point, you can trace it; 
The CHAIR said he had made the suggestion || see from page 174 to page 198 of the Journal. 
to the gentleman, and it was for the House to | Why were not a quorum present? Were mem- 
permit it or not. || bers not here? Sic, were they not standing in 
Mr. MERCER said, if his colleague referred to || every direction about the chair, and behind the 
members of the last Congress, he must, of neces- || pillars? Were there not two or more members 
sity, use their names, for he could not otherwise || present when the one hundred and eighteen voted? 
designate whom he meant. || We wanted but three more to make a.quorum ? 
Mr. WISE. I claim the right to do so, and I | Were there not two gentlemen here, one sitting 
rotest against the interruption of the Speaker. || before me, who excused himself from voting, and 
No gentleman can proceed with a train of thought || another who refused to vote? Sir, were there not 
if he is continually interrupted. | twenty here who could vote as circumstances 
The CHAIR said he had no intention of inter- || happened to please? Now, this is the truth. They 
rupting the gentleman from Virginia. The gen- || were here, and they would not vote. Who were 
tleman must be aware that the rules were as im- | they? I will not be invidious, but read the Jour- 


perative on the presiding officer of the House to || nal for yourself, sir. Look at the names. It was 
enforee order as on its members. 


| not this House that was to blame. We were 
Mr. WISE. I will then proceed. Isay,then, | ready, ay, a majority were ready, to pass that 
came a report of bills signed by the President, || bill. The House of Representatives did its duty, 


after Mr. Girmer had left his seat, and after the || in all respects, the last night of that session. 


| resolution to adjourn on account of the expira- | Some, it is true, were sleepy, some were—I beg 
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poston. I was about to say some were drunk; 
) 


and ready to pass that bill, but the chairman of 
the committee of conference would not vote, be- 
cause there was no quorum, Now, how did we 
know there was no quorum without a call of the 
House? 

Mr. CAMBRELENG. I knew it. 

Mr. WISE. Yes, 1 know you knew it; but 
how long did you know it? here were those 
who were ordered to be deficit on that occasion? 

Look at the gentleman’s other reason. It is 
‘Con the ground that the constitutional term for 
which this House was chosen had expired;”’ and 
yet immediately following this, there 1s the name 
of Cuuncums C. 


|| Mr. LANE said, he should like to hear their 


ut, drunk or sober, nf were ready to vote, | 
’ 


CAMBRELENG voting in the | 


House—even after he had assigned this reason | 


that the existence of the House was at an end. 
Sir, I cannot understand this. 
cennot explain this. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG. 

Mr. WISE. 
not explain it. 

Well, sir, a motion is then made to adjourn, 
and the following is the vote—ayes 35, noes 76; 
only one hundred and eleven voting, and still no 
quorum. Among the list of negatives, on the 
very last night, at the fage end of all the votes, is 
found the name of Joun Quincy Apams. 

Mr. ADAMS begged leave to explain. The 
gentleman had referred to his votes. Now, (Mr. 
A. said,) he did stay in the House and vote upon 
every question till the last. He voted under the 
impression, as he thought he had sufficiently ex- 
plained that morning, that the power of Congress 
continued, under the Constitution, till noon of the 
4th of March. He did not concur with those 


Yes, I will. 


You will attempt it, but you can- | 


The gentleman | 


gentlemen who would not vote after twelve o’clock | 


that night. He would have stayed and voted till 
noon, if the House had so desired it. Therefore 
the gentleman would find his name upon every 
vote of the night of the 3d of March, up to the 
very last vote taken. 

Mr. WISE. So I understood the gentleman, 
and I also understood him then to debate the 
question with my colleague as to the hour, and to 
entertain the same opinion now as he did then, 
and yet the gentleman was found voting against 
adjournment, and not for it, although he believed 
the constitutional existence of the House had 
ceased. 

Mr. MERCER said his colleague had totally 
misapprehended the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts. [Mr. M. then in substance repeated Mr. 
Apams’s explanation. ] 

Mr. WISE. Then [ have misunderstood the 
gentleman. I thought he had argued all day to- 


| 
| 
| 
' 


day that the House was defunct at twelve o'clock | 


that night. The distance of the gentleman’s seat 
prevented my hearing him distinctly. Glad I am 
to know it 1s the reverse, for the gentleman’s 


opinion is one I regard highly on such questions. | 


fut, sir, there was another name that must not 
be forgotten by the side of the towering name of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. ‘That name 
reads Cuurcuitt C. Campretenc. Nor is this 
all, sir. Mr. Francis O. J. Smirn then moved a 
message to the Senate, to notify that body that 
the House had completed all its business. After 
the Senate had sent us a notice to bring to our 
notice the fortification bill, and to beg us to act 


upon it, Mr. Francis O. J. Smirn, one of the | 


most faithful on the list, moved a message to the 
Senate to notify that body that this body had 
completed its business. Pending this, and an 
amendment assigning the want of a quorum, the 
House, on motion by Mr. Mason, of Virginia, 
adjourned, without the usual act of courtesy. 
Sir, I say it was one of the most disgraceful scenes 
I ever witnessed, the adjournment of the last 
House of Representatives. It was more like 
barbarians and savages than the representatives 
of a civilized nation. Sleepy, tired, drunk 

Mr. BYNUM rose to a question of order. He 





| 


|| its legislative business. 
|| both by this House of Representatives and the 
last, that I was notan advocate of the Senate; nor || 


names. 
__ Mr. WISE, The gentleman might be un- 


| happy, sir, if I were to mention names. 


I have mentioned, another message was received 
from the Senate, by Mr. Lowrie, their Secretary, 
| informing the House that the Senate had finished 
Now, it is well known, 


| do I now pretend to stand up in this contest 


** give the devil his due.’’ Let the truth be told. 


| its business; but, when the resolution was offered 





had completed our business, we had not done any 
such thing, and had left this very bill unacted upon. 
| Cuurcnitt C, Camprecene did not report it from 
the committee of conferees; and Mr. Lewis had 
to report it, long, long after the committee had 
returned to the House. The Journal says so. 


That gentleman made the report, and it was | 
entered upon the Journals. I was sitting by, and | 


| knew the factalso; though I cannot exactly ascer- 
tain when he returned tothe House. I must say, 
| that never did I see a gentleman more astonished 

than he was when Mr. Cuurcuitt C. CamBre- 


| LENG refused to make the report; and Mr. Lewis | 


was then called upon to make it; and I saw him 
_rise in his seat, take the report, and hand it to the 
Clerk, who has recorded it on the Journals. He 


| would make the report, though the hour had | 
° . | 

vassed; and that he did make it, the Journals show. 
|| No quorum! 


Why do we count the House here 
when we are about to receive the report of acom- 
mittee? Do we set about counting noses before 
we receive reports from committees? Sir, there 
was a quorum; they were in that lobby and in 
every direction of the House. I would say, if 


|| there was one, there were one hundred and fifty 


members in this Hall when that report was made. 
| Gentlemen would not vote; they refused to vote; 
| they knew their meaning and intention; it is not 
| for me, sir, to divine into the human heart. These 
| are facts. 
| But, Mr. Speaker, there are other important 
facts. Out with them; come, rise in your high 
| places all, and tell the truth, the whole truth, and 
| nothing but the truth, here and elsewhere. There 





|| were two statements; [ cannot vouch for them. 


| They say it failed in this House; that is not true. 
| It dropped before it got here; it dropped near that 
door. Did no gentleman receive a billetdoux 
after he resumed his seat? I put it to the honor- 
able chairman of that committee of conferees, 
when he left that room, did he not intend to make 
that report? I put it tothe gentleman, whether, 
after he returned to this House, and sat down by 
the gentleman from Ohio, side by side, with the 
report before him, if he did not then intend to 


/make that report? Why did the intention fail? | 


| What was in the way? Sir, there were spirits 
| haunting the Capitel, and whisperings, and 
ghosts, (as I am told, for I did not see them,) and 
| blue devils, and imps. Is it true, sir? I do not 
| know it. Ido not say it is true, sir. Is it true? 
Tellus. I pause. Tell us, and let the blame fall 
where it will—where it ought. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG. [I can tell you. 
| Mr. WISE. I shall be glad if you do tell us. 
, Mr. Speaker, there is another important fact which 
|; must come out. Out with all, i say. Ay, you, 
| Mr. Speaker, are concerned in that very inquiry. 
| Sir, 1 voted for this amendment; and I see a gen- 
tleman before me who well knows it, for I believe 


| I saw him making “ apologies to the table’’ that 


would ask whether it was in order for a gentle- | 


man to rise in his seat, and traduce the House 
of Representatives in this way? 

Mr. WISE. 
Speaker, that all were drunk, or that one half 
were, or one third, or even a fifth, or a tenth, but 
I know that some were drunk, and that I was not 
of the number. 


I do not pretend to say, Mr. | 


| night, and I have to make some apologies for that 
vote too. But, sir, under the impressions I had 
at the time I gave that vote, I would give the same 
vote again, with the same information I then pos- 
| sessed. Now, be it known, by the way, that that 
_gentleman—the gentleman from New ¥ 
_notify the House, and notify me personally, I be- 
lieve, one or two days before; I recollect well you 
did notify me for one, and asked me to vote for 
it. I told te that, without reference toa state 
of war atall, for a peace establishment I would 


vote even five or six millions for the Navy and | 
I knew a fact in relation to the oificers || 


Army. 


o go back a little, sir, after this motion to | 
| adjourn, in which we find the names of the members 


between the Senate and the House; but, sir, I say, | 
The Senate had passed its bills, and had finished | 


| by Mr. Smirn, of Maine, stating the fact that we | 





ork—did | 
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of the Navy and Army, most disgraceful to those 
who have been superintending our affairs, that not 
one of our fortifications, left since the last war, 


| was inastate of repair. I knew that some twent 
| millions had been spent in commenced works—for 


not one has been completed—but commenced for 


| electioneering purposes, or for purposes of patron- 


age. I knew that, from Florida to Maine, there 
was not one single fort in a condition to mount a 
gun upon, and the guns we had were unfit for use, 
I knew we had but one ship of the line in commis- 
sion. I knew thatthe inspector of the naval ord- 
nance had reported to us that seven hundred and 
fifty guns of the Navy were totally unfit for ser- 
vice, and were now so on the decks of the ships, 
in such a condition that, I am told, even the men 
themselves are afraid to use them. I knew, with 
all this immense want of appropriation, that three 
millions would be but as a drop in the bucket, 


| Knowing all this, I voted for that amendment; 


not with reference towar. [t was, sir, but the day 
before—ay, but twenty-four hours before—that 


| the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] 


had withdrawn his resolution to make a contin- 
gent appropriation for war, after telling us to-day 
that the next step of those who voted against that 
amendment was to jointhe enemy. Yes, sir; the 
gentleman himself withdrew that resolution, and 
on the very next day voted for the three million 
The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. CamBRELENG] also withdrew a similar res- 
olution, and himself proposed this appropriation. 
Could I then doubt, sir, that these three millions 
were not proposed in reference to war? I designed 
to vote what a state of peace required—for the 
repair of our fortifications and to fix the Navy as it 
should be. I voted for the amendment for peace 
reasons, and not for war reasons. I thought it 
the best way to keep peace to be in a state of 
readiness for war, and that it would be no waste 
of the public money to appropriate twice the sum 
for the fortifications and the navy. For these 
reasons I wanted no estimates from the President. 
But, sir, there were members in this House who 
did vote because the President desired it. There 
were some who knew the President desired it, and 
had called for it, and some did not. Mr. Speaker, 
Icharge you with that fact. You may deny it in 
your place ornot. If you deny it, 1 am ready with 
a witness to prove that on the last night of the last 
session of Congress, pending the question of the 
three million appropriation, two members of Con- 
gress were hesitating about the propriety of voting 
for that appropriation, when one of them proposed 
to the other that he would make the inquiry of the 
then chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, (the present Speaker,) and you informed 
him the President did desire it. [Mr. W. was 
understood to read from some written memoranda 
he held in hishand.}] Sir, I charge you with being 
that member who —— [Loud cries of ‘Order! 
Order !”’ 

The CHAIR said, if it was desired of the pres- 
ent incumbent of the Chair to make any statement 
of any fact within his knowledge, he was ready 
to make it. [Cries of ** No! No!’’] 

Mr. MERCER said he considered the call upon 
the Speaker as such to be out of order; but the 
call, with reference to him as a member of the last 
Congress, not to be out of order. 

Mr. WISE. I make the reference to the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means of 
the last Congress. 

The CHAIR said, if the House wished it, or 


| would permit him, he would, with pleasure, make 
_a brief statement. [Cries of ‘* No!”’ 


‘* Agreed !’’] 

Mr. ADAMS said he would thank the gentle- 
man from Virginia to rectify another mistake he 
had made with reference to him. The gentleman 
had stated that Mr. A. offered aresolution, declar- 
ing that means should be made for arming the 
country in a certain contingency. 

Mr. WISE. Yes, I read it from the Journals. 

Mr. ADAMS. I offered no such resolution. 

Mr. MERCER said he thought the Speaker 
ought to be allowed to explain; and he hoped the 
House would yield its unanimous consent. 

Mr. VINTON wished to know if the Speaker 
himself desired it; because, if not, he should 
object to it. 

he CHAIR said he considered the whole pro- 
ceeding out of order; but as he had been person- 
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ally alluded to, he had not arrested it; and that it 
would afford him sincere pleasure, if the House 
would permit him, to make a statement. 

No objection being made— 

The SPEAKER (the House having given its 
permission, and many members opeoennt a de- 
sire that he should do so) said, that the Chair 
took great pleasure in stating to the House, that 
upon that occasion he had felt great solicitude for 
the safety of the appropriation bills, which had 
not been acted on; perhaps the more solicitude, 
from the position he at that time had the honor to 
occtpy in the House, as chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means—having, as he had, 
charge of some of these bills, and feeling that 
some responsibility devolved upon him. His 
attention been closely directed to them. He 
did remember, upon that occasion, when the three 


million appropriation was moved, that, ina casual | 
conversation, two members of the House, two of | 


THE CONGRE 


| 





his own colleagues from Tennessee, who were | 


also members of the present House, and who at 


that time occupied seats immediately in his rear, | 
asked him some question in relation to that ap- | 


propriation, and that he replied that he thought it | 


a proper appropriation, and one that ought to pass. 


He had (he said) no recollection of the precise | 
language he made use of, but he had said, in an- | 
swer to the inquiry of his colleagues, substantially, | 
that he thought the appropriation proper, that the | 
that it met the | 
Executive’s wishes—or something to that effect. | 


Executive had been consulted, an 


As chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, inquiries had often been made of him in 
conversation, by members of the House, in rela- 
tion to different appropriations; and he had always 
given the information in his possession, as he had 
in this instance. 


The Chair would then state what he had not | 


perhaps thought it necessary, at that time, to be 


stated to the House, and it was this: That he had | 
conferred with the chairman of the Committee on 


Foreign Affairs, and with some of the members 
of the different executive branches of the Gov- 
ernment, upon the subject of this appropriation. 
As chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, it was his duty, if a heavy appropriation 
was proposed, to ascertain, and to be able to give 
the information to the House, if it was required, 
whether the Treasury was in a condition to bear 
it. He had always felt it to be his duty, whilst 
chairman of that committee, to consult different 
members of the executive branches of the Gov- 
ernment, when he thought it necessary to obtain 


information in regard to all appropriations for the | 


public service. And when the question was asked 
of him by his colleagues, in regard to this appro- 
riation, the individual now occupying the A 
fad answered, in substance, that he thought the 
appropriation altogether proper, and that it met 
the approbation of the Executive. He did not 
remember adding anything of the purport stated 


by the gentleman from Virginia, though he may | 


have done so, and would not say he had not; 
though, if he had, it had escaped his recollection. 

The Chair would respectfully remark, that he 
was really unable to conceive how this could be 
a matter of any sort of importance. 
important bearing, he was at a loss to perceive it. 
The Chair felt a deep sense of obligation to the 
House for the opportunity offered him of giving 
this brief statement. 

If the House would permit him, he would add 
a single suggestion. 
debate which had sprung up that day had given 
rise to great excitement and feeling, and would 
require great forbearance, on the part of the House 
and the Chair, to enable him to preserve order. 
He would repeat to the gentleman from Virginia, 
that in reminding him, a few moments ago, that 
it was against order to refer to honorable mem- 


bers of the last Congress who were also members || 


of the present*House, and in their seats, by their 
names, it was far from the intention of the Chair 
to interfere with any of the rights of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, and he would exceedingly 
regret to interfere with the rights of any member 
upon the floor. The Chair thought it out of 


order, and supposed such a course of debate, if | 
suffered to proceed, was likely to produce excite- | 


ment and collision, and he had therefore wished 
to arrestit. He felt assured that the gentleman 


If it had an | 


It must be evident that the | 








hair | 
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| colleague who sat near him, [Mr. 
| they determined to inquire of their colleague, who 


| ation. 


| citizens of Arkansas for their improvements, 
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from Virginia, and every other member, would on eee Pensions, reported a bill for 


see the necessity of such a course, and would 
sustain the Chair in his efforts to preserve the 
order and harmony of the proceedings of the 
House. 

Mr. LEA, of Tennessee, rose to make an ex- 
560 a Upon the occasion to which allusion 
iad been eae, he had a conversation with a 
suNCH,] and 


was the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 


a — appropriation, and whether it was de- 
sired by the President? He was inclined to vote 
for the appropriation in any event; but in order 
more fully to satisfy his own mind on the subject, 
and at the suggestion of the colleague to whom 
he had referred, he applied to the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, in order to 
ascertain the President's views; and also whether, 
in the estimation of his colleague, [Mr. Poix,] 
the appropriation was proper. ~He was informed, 
in reply, that his colleague thought it proper, 
and that the appropriation met the approbation of 
the President. the was under the impression 
that his colleague added, that it was not worth 
while to say anything about the views of the 
President. This information formed an additional 
reason with his colleague [Mr. Buncu] and him- 
self for the vote they gave on that occasion. 
The statement just made by the Speaker was 
substantially correct. 

Mr. WISE. Now, sir, I consider this a most 
important fact. Permit me, however, to say, 
before Tcome upon this fact, that I truly sym- 
pathize with the situation of the Chair, for [know 
its difficulties in preserving order, and I shall at 
all times be prepared to sustain its efforts to do so, 

Mr. Speaker, is not this an important fact? 
What, sir, that the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means shall come to the seats of mem- 
bers in this House, and disclose the fact that the 
executive department of the Government wants 
$3,000,000, but it is to be kept secret? Great 
God, sir, and this not a matter of importance ! 
I wish not to come upon this fact till ] have a fair 
opportunity. 

The CHAIR said, that he had stated that he 
had no recollection of adding, in the conversation | 
alluded to with his colleague, that nothing was to | 
be said of his statement in regard to the Execu- 
tive’s views or wishes in relation to the appropri- | 
It was acasual conversation, and he may 
have done so, and it may have escaped him; but 
if he had done so, no inference was to be drawn 
from it that any intimation or wish had been ex- 
pressed to him by any member of the Executive, 
that it was the desire of the Executive, or any | 
member of it, that their views or wishes should be 
concealed. Such was not the fact; he did not so 


understand the Executive. And if the remark 


| was made, it was, probably, from an impression 


that it was unnecessary to express the wishes of 
the Executive to the House. 
Mr. WISE then rose to proceed, but gave way 


| 
| 
- i 


Mr. PEYTON, on whose motion the House 
adjourned. 


| 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
Satvuapay, January 23, 1835. 
Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval | 


Affairs, reported a bill making appropriations for | 
completing vessels of war on the stocks, and re- | 


was read twice and committed. 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of certain | 


which were lost in consequence of a treaty with | 


|| Affairs; 
‘|| WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on Clainis; 
| Mr. BOND, from the Committee on Revolution- 


| Means, [Mr. Potk,] whether he thought it was | 


| the relief of Richard Martin; which was read 


twice and committed. 
Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Naval 
Messrs. PHILO C. FULLER, and 


ary Pensions; and Mr. HOWELL, from the 


| Committee on Invalid Pensions; made unfavor- 


the table. 
LOSS OF THE FORTIFICATION BILL. 

The House then resumed the consideration of 
the following resolution, offered on Friday, Jan- 
uary 22, by Mr. Apams: 

Resolved, That so much of the message of the President 
of the United States to Congress, at the commencement 
of the present session, as relates to the failure, at the last 
session of Congress, of the bill containing the ordinary ap 
propriation for fortifications, be referred to a select commut- 
tee, With instructions to inquire into, and report to the 
House, the causes and circumstances of the failure of that 
bill. 

Andtheamendment of Mr. Writtams, of North 
Carolina, giving the select committee power to 
send for persons and papers. 

Mr. WISE concluded his remarks in reply to 
Mr. Apams, and maintained that the fault of 


able — upon petitions; which were laid on 


i the loss of the fortification bill was neither with 
| the House nor the Senate, but with the committee 
of conferees on the part of the former. 


Mr. W. warmly opposed the appointment of 
any committee of investigation on the subject. As 
soon as he had concluded, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG obtained the floor. Mr. 
C. said he had not half as much to say upon this 
subject as the gentleman from Virginia, but at 
that late hour of the day he did not feel disposed 
to go into an argument upon it. It would take 
some time, however, to convince the House and 


| the country of the extraordinary mistakes that 


gentleman had made; and, if the House should 


| indulge him in the motion to adjourn, he would 


take the first opportunity that might be afforded 
him to vindicate himself. Not, sir, (said Mr. 
C.,) to reply. I shall not try so much to reply 
to the gentleman from Virginia, as I shall to 
reach that gentleman who first began this war 


| upon me at the close of the last session of Con- 


gress. What the gentleman from Virginia has 
stated is no novelty; because, sir, it has been in 
every opposition paper throughout the Union for 
more than twelve months; and when that time 


| arrives, I shall show a document to the gentleman 


‘| from Virginia, published in the cit 


of Philadel- 
phia, at the time when an honorable Senator was 
in the city of Philadelphia, pronouncing one of 
the stories current to be unequivocally false. 1 
announce thus much, sir, to show the eas that 
my object is to reach that Senator in the various 
attacks he has made, which began here, and were 
afterwards followed up in Philadelphia. I, sir, 


| shall disguise no fact, nor shrink from any re- 


sponsibility. ‘* Let the galled jade wince, my withers 
are unwrung.’’ Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to, and the House ad- 


| journed. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, January 25, 1836. 


the Hon. Wittiam D. Ewinea, elected by the 


'| Legislature of Illinois a Senator of that State, to 


| Mr. ROBINSON presented the credentials of 
| 


' 
: eal . : - || Hon. Exvsas K. Kane; and the usual oath to sup- 
pairing and equipping those in ordinary; which || re : oe 


~~ the Constitution of the United States having 
ib 


; scott 
Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Public || President, he took his seat in the Senate. 


supply the vacancy occasioned by the death of the 


een administered to Mr. Ewine by the Vice 


REPORT FROM THE LAND OFPICE. 
The CHAIR announced acommunication from 


the Choctaw Indians; which was read twice and || the Treasury Department, covering a report from 


committed. 


Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Revolu- || 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of || 


Simon Summers; which was read twice and com- | 


Mr. STORER, from the Committee on Revolu- | 
tionary Pensions, re 
John Pickard; whic 
mitted. 

Mr. LEA, of Tennessee, from the Committee 


was read twice and com- 


rted a bill for the relief of | 


| mitted. | 





| the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the 5th instant; and 

On motion by Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the re- 
port and documents were ordered to be printed. 

INVALID NAVY PENSIONERS. 

The CHAIR also communicated a report from 
the Navy Department, made in pursuance of the 
provision in the third section of the act of Con- 
gress of July, 1832, showing the names of the 
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invalid pensioners on the Navy pension roll, the | : 
sums allowed to cach, and the law under which | Affairs, to which had been referred the memorial 
| of pry citizens of Clay county, Missouri, 


such pensions have been granted; also, a similar 
statement respecting pensions granted to widows 
of deceased officers and seamen; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Mr. WEBSTER presented a memorial respect- 
ing compensations allowed to inspectors and other 
officers of the customs; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HENDRICKS presented a petition from 
« railroad company in the Territory of Florida, 
praying permission to locate their road through 
the public lands; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. LINN presented two petitions from sun- 
dry citizens of Detroit and other parts of Mich- 
igan, praying thatan 5 a 8m mre aay be made 
for the improvement of the harbor of Kalamazoo 
river, of Lake Michigan; also, the petition of 
sundry citizens of Erie county, Pennsylvania, 
praying that an appropriation may be made for 
the improvement of the harbor of the river St. 
Joseph's, of Lake Michigan; all of which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
Phineas Meigs, praying to be remunerated for 
property destroyed by the enemy during the late 
war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented the petition 
of George Washington Parke Custis, praying to 
be remunerated for damages alleged to be done 
his fishing ground, opposite Washington city, 
by the operations of the dredging machine em- 
a ed by the Corporation of Georgetown, under 
authority of an act of Congress; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial from the 
Executive of Massachusetts, praying for an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the harbor 
of Boston; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. HUBBARD presented a memorial from 
certain merchants of Portsmouth, New Hamp- 
shire, praying indemnity for Freneh spoliations 
prior to 1800; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
sundry merchants oa other citizens of Phila- 
delphia, praying for an appropriation for con- 
structing anew the piers at Reedy Island, in the 
Delaware, and for the building a light-house at 
that place; also, for the construction of a light- 
house on Brandywine shoals, in the Delaware; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also presented the proceed- 
ings of a large and mauednbie meeting of citizens 
of Fayette county, Pennsylvania, held at Con- 
nellsville, on the subject of the abolition of slavery 
in the District of Columbia; entering largely into 
an argument to show that Congress does not pos- 
sess the power, under the Constitution, of eman- 
cipating the slaves of said District without the 
consent of the owners; which was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. MOORE presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Alabama, praying for the establish- 
ment of a mail route; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. MOORE also presented the petition of cer- 
tain citizens of Alabama, praying that preémption 
rights may be granted them on certain fractional 
sections of land acquired in the treaty with the 
Creek Indians; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, presented the petition 
of Cyrus Sibley, of Alabama; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PRESTON presented the petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Indian Key, praying that that place 
may be made a port of entry; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEE. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
meree, to which had been referred the bill in 
addition to the act to regulate the licensing of 
vessels employed in the mackerel fisheries, re- 
ported the same without amendment, 


| 


| lutionary Claims, to which had been referred the | 


' an unfavorable report thereon. 


| representatives of Ezekiel Taylor. 


| statistical tables of 


| tions on the sea-board, and at the same time give protection 





Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 


praying for the removal of the superintendency 
of Indian Affairs from St. Louis, made an unfa- 
vorable report thereon. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








January 26, 


BUREAU OF ENGINEER CORPS. 

On motion by Mr. BENTON, the Senate took 
up for consideration the bill providing for the 
increase of the corps of the United States engj- 
neers; and the same having been read the second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 


Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Revo- || Whole, was, after a brief explanation from Mr. 


petition of the representatives of Jacob Hall, made 


Mr. W., from the same committee, to which 
had been referred the petition of James and Eliz- | 
abeth Robinson, reported a bill for their relief; 
which was mg ordered to a second reading. | 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the same committee, 
made an unfavorable report on the petition of the 


Mr. ROBBINS, in pursuance of notice given, | 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced the fol- | 
lowing joint resolutions; which were severally 
read twice and referred: 

A joint resolutien directing the purchase of a 
certain number of copies of a continuation of the 

an Zandt and Watterston, | 
for the use of the Library of Congress; 

A joint resolution authorizing the purchase, for 
distribution, of a certain number of copies of the | 
History of Congress, now preparing by Carey & | 
Blanchard; and | 

A joint resolution authorizing the purchase of | 
copies of Elliot’s Diplomatic Code. | 

BILLS INTRODUCED. | 


Mr. TIPTON, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced a bill 





authorizing the Secretary of War to correct cer- | 


tain errors in the location of certain reservations 
of land provided for in the treaty of the Pottawat- 
omies; which was read twice and referred. 

Mr. BLACK, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced a bill | 
providing for the removal of the Land Office from 
Clinton to Jackson, in the State of Mississippi; | 
which was read twice and referred. 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


Mr. TIPTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, 'That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- | 
lishing the following post routes, viz : | 

From Peru to Wilkinson’s settlement on Eel river, thence 
by Rochester, Chippewa, and Plymouth, to Laporte ; 

From Greenville, Ohio, via Huntington and Turkey Creek | 
Prairie, to Goshen, Indiana; 

From Strawtown to Logansport ; 

From Fort Wayne, via Chippewa, Indiana, to Ottawa, | 
[llinois ; 

From Delphi to Monticello, thence to Laporte ; 

From Lafayette, via the Battle-ground, Pleasant Run, 
Barnes’s, and Georgetown, to Logansport ; 

From Crawiordsville, via Rob Roy, Attica, Williamsport, 
and Parishs’s Grove, to Lroquois, Llinois. 


Mr. LINN submitted the following resolutions; 
which lie on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War inform the Senate 
what number of Indians now occupy the frontier on the 
southwest, north, and northeast of the United States, and | 
what number it is probable will be transferred from the | 
States and Territories to the frontiers of the United States. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War also inform the 
Senate whether, in his opinion, the present military force | 
of the United States is sufficient to garrison the fortifica- 





to the inhabitants residing in the States and Territories bor- | 
dering on the Indian frontier ; if not, what force will, in his | 
opinion, be necessary to afford such protection. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 
Mr. KNIGHT gave notice that he would to- | 


morrow ask leave to bring in a bill to renew the | 
patent of Joseph Grant. 


DEBASEMENT OF THE GOLD COIN. 


On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, the Senate took 
up the joint resolution directing certain experi- 
ments to be made at the United States Mint, under 
the direction of Dr. Barton, of Virginia, for the 
purpose of ascertaining the practicability of pre- | 
venting the debasement of the gold and silver coins 


| of the United States. 


Mr. W. then moved to amend the resolution by | 
striking out the words ‘according to the advice, | 
and under the direction of Dr. J. D. Barton,”’ and | 
inserting the words ‘* with the advice and assist- | 
ance of Dr. Barton;’’ which amendment was 
agreed to, and the resolution was ordered to be | 


| engrossed for a third reading. 


Benton, ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing. 


TOPOGRAPHICAL ENGINEERS. 


On motion by Mr. WALL, the Senate took up 
for consideration the bill providing for the better 
organization of the corps of topographical én- 
gineers; and the same having been read the second 
time and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, was, after a brief explanation from Mr, 

ALL, ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 


| ing. 





PETER H. GREEN. 


On motion by Mr. SHEPLEY, the bill for the 
relief of Peter H. Green was taken up, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole; and, after 
having been explained and advocated by Mr. 
Suep.ey, it was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

NATIONAL DEFENSE. 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, the resolution in- 
troduced by Mr. Benton for appropriating the 
surplus revenue to objects of permanent national 
defense, was taken up for consideration. 

Mr. SOUTHARD addressei the Senate at 
length in opposition to the resolution, and con- 
tinued speaking until after three o’clock, when, 
without concluding, he gave way to 

Mr. DAVIS, on whose motion the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 25, 1836. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by 

Messrs. PARKS and SMITH, of Maine; 

Messrs. CUSHMAN and BEAN, of New 
Hampshire; 

Mr. ADAMS presented the petition of one 
hundred and seven females, polling in his con- 
gressional district, praying the abolition of slaver 
and the slave trade in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAMMOND addressed the Chair. 

Mr. ADAMS. I claim the floor, and shall not 
yield it. I move thatthe petition be referred toa 
select committee, with instructions 

Mr. GLASCOCK hoped that the gentleman 
would not 

Mr. ADAMS. I call to order. 

The CHAIR said that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts was entitled to the floor. The 
petition which the gentleman proposed to present 
was still in his possession. 

Mr. ADAMS moved that the petition be re- 
ceived; and was proceeding to discuss the pro- 
priety of its reception, when 

Mr. HARDIN rose to a question of order. It 
was not in order, in his estimation, to discuss the 
motion of the gentleman atthis time. The order 
of business seemed now to be—first, prayers, then 
the Journal was read, and afterwards, on almost 








| every morning, the gentleman from Massachusetts 


{Mr. Apams] made a speech. 
The SPEAKER said that the gentleman from 


| Massachusetts had made a motion to receive a 


petition, and was proceeding to discuss that mo- 
tion. The Chair ‘iad heretofore decided that it 
was competent to do so. 
therefore, not out of order. 

Mr. CRAIG appealed from the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. ADAMS inquired if this appeal was not 
identical with the one which was pending on his 
motion ? : 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. EVANS asked for the yeas and nays on 
the appeal; which were ordered. 

The SPEAKER stated the question. The 
Chair decided that it was competent, under the 
rules, upon a motion to receive a petition to dis- 
cuss the propriety of its reception at the time it 
was offered—the 45th rule not applying to a peti- 
tion not in the possession of the House. 


The gentleman was, 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to postpone the 
question of order and the matters connected with 

















1836. 


it until Saturday next. His object was to enable 
members to present petitions. 

After a few remarks by Mr. HARDIN, 

Mr. WHITTLESEY moved to amend the 
motion by substituting Monday next for Satur- 








day. 
"Mr. HARPER was opposed to a postponement. 
He was prepared to vote upon the appeal at this 


e. 
Mr. REED suggested that the subject should 
be postponed until Tuesday weck. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY accepted the suggestion 
as a modification of his motion. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON then modified his mo- 
tion so as to postpone the appeal, &c., until Tues- 
day week. 

fr. MILLER thought the sooner the question 


upon the appeal was decided the better; he, there- | 


fore moved the previous question, the effect of 


which, he understood, would be a direct vote upon || 


the appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
The previous question was seconded—85 to 73. 
Mr. MERCER asked for the yeas and nays on 
ordering the main question to be put, which were 


THE CONGR 


'! 


refused; and the House decided that the question | 


should be put without a count. 

The question, ‘‘ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House ?’’ was de- 
cided in the affirmative by yeas and nays; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Banks, Barton, Beale, 


Bean, Bockee, Boon, Bovee, Boyd, Bunch, Bynum, John 
Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carr, 


Carter, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniel H. | 


Claiborne, Jobn F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, 


Connor, Corwin, Cramer, Cushman, Darlington, Davis, | 
Deberry, Dickerson, Dromgoole, Fairfield, Farlin, Forester, | 


Fowler, French, Fry, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, James 
Garland, Rice Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Grantiand, Griffin, 
Haley, Hamer, Hammond, Harlan, Samuel 8S. Harrison, 
Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Henderson, 
Heister, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Huntington, 
Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Joseph John- 
son, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, 
John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, 


Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Joshua Lee, Luke Lea, | 


Leonard, Logan, Love, Loyall, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, 


Manning, Martin, John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses | 


Mason, Maury, May, McComas, McKay, McKeon, McKim, 
McLene, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, Morris, Muhlen- 
berg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, 


James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Phelps, Pinckney, John Rey- | 
nolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Rogers, Seymour, | | 


Shields, Shinn, Smith, Spangler, Standifer, Storer, ‘Taylor, 
Thomas, John Thomson, Waddy Thompson, Toucey, 
Towns, Turrill, Underwood, Wagener, Ward, Wardweil, 
Weeks, White, Whittlesey, and Lewis Williams—142. 


NAYS —Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, | 
Bell, Bond, Briggs, Brown, George Chambers, John Cham- | 


bers, Childs, Clark, Craig, Denny, Evans, Everett, Philo C. 
Fuller, Granger, Graves, Grayson, Grennell, Hiland Hall, 
Hannegan, Hard, Hardin, Harper, Hazeltine, Hoar, Howell, 


Hunt, William Jackson, Janes, Laporte, Lawrence, Lay, | 


Lincoln, Lucas, Sampson Mason, McCarty, MeKennon, 
Mercer, Moore, Parker, Franklin Pierce, Peyton, Phillips, 
Reed, Rencher, Robertson, Russell, Schenck, William B. 
Shephard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Slade, Sloan, Steele, 


Taliaferro, Vanderpoel, Vinton, and Sherrod Williams—s9. | 


Mr. ADAMS said, he was glad the question had | 
been at lastdecided. By the decision, every mem- | 
ber of the House having a petition to present is | 
authorized to debate, as long as he shall think || 


proper, the question of reception, whether on sla- 
very or any other subject. 
endeavored to keep a discussion of the question 


out of the House, and should not now take up | 


the time of the House longer than to state the 


reasons why he had moved the reference of the | 


petition to a select commitee. Mr. A. said, his 


special reason was that the petition just pre- | 
sented came from his own immediate constituents. | 


Heretofore, until the present session, he had 
never received but one single petition frem his 
own immediate constituents, and that one signed 
by but very few, because it was well known, from 
the time that he presented the fifteen petitions 
from citizens of the commonwealth of Pennny!- 
vania, that he should not support the prayer of 
such petition. But since the commencement of 
the present Congress he had received one or two 
petitions from his own constituents, and the one 
which he had offered to the House was indorsed— 
‘“¢ The within petition of the ladies of Marshfield, 
Massachusetts, is committed to the hands of 
Joun Quincy Apams, with a request that he shall 
ae it, and further its object.”” Mr. A. said, 


1e was requested to present it, and from a por- | 
tion of his constituents for whom every defer- | 
ence was due—he meant from ladies. It was sent 


He had heretofore | 


| to him, not only with a request that he should 

present it to the House, but that he should fur- 
| ther its object. He wished the petition received 
| and referred to a select committee; but if referred 


' to the Committee on the District of Columbia 


he would be satisfied. But he wished it referred 

to acommittee which would make a report that 
| would satisfy the petitioners that their prayer 
ought not to be granted. He begged of those who 
could command a majority in the House, and 
who were unwilling as he was to make the aboli- 
tion question a stumbling block, to take a course 
| which would treat the petitions with respect; to 

examine and present with the utmost force the 
/reasons which would justify the House in not 
| granting the prayer of the petitioners, 

He believed that to be the best course to effect 
the desired object. He believed it to be the true 
| course to let error be tolerated, to grant freedom 
of speech, and freedom of the press, and apply 
reason to put itdown. He had no sort of doubt 
| but that a committee of the House could furnish 
| reasons why the prayer of these petitions should 

not be granted, w ict would satisfy every rea- 
sonable and humane individual in the country. 
He begged the majority of the House, North and 
South, to consider whether it was not most just 
and likely to soothe and compose the feelings of the 
people of the country. It appeared to him, that 
would be the proper course, and that it would be 
an easy matter to show why the prayer of the 
petitioners should not be granted. 

The Speaker of the House had the appoint- 


came from that portion of the country which was 
most deeply interested against the prayer of the 
petitioners; and he must be permitted to say, 
that portion which must be of one opinion, and 
cannot, dare not, express any other opinion. 
The Speaker had already appointed the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, the chairman of 
which, and a majority of the members, were also 
from that portion of the Union. If the Speaker 
of the House appoints a special committee, he 


the refusal of the House to grant the prayer of 
the petitioners. 
tina unimpaired, and still secured to the 

ouse. No Abolitionists, nor any person fa- 
vorable to the views of the petitioners, could 
\lead that this destroyed the right of petition. 


| House, that the petition might be received. 
hoped that the sacred right of petition would 
remain unimpaired, and that nothing appearing 
| to conflict with that right would be the course of 
the House. 
moved that the petition be received. 

Mr. MILLER concurred very fully in the views 





When petitions of this character were first pre- 
sented, he was of opinion that there were two 
modes in which they might be disposed of. The 
first was to lay them on the table without debate, 
and if this course was not deemed advisable by 
a majority of the House, then that they should be 
referred. If the present course was persevered 
in, it would preclude the presentation of every 
other petition during the day set apart for the 
| presentation of petitions. Besides, resolutions 
were pending involving the whole subject. Under 
this view, and to enable other gentlemen to pre- 
sent their petitions, he moved to oe the prelimi- 
nary question of the reception of the petition on 
the table. 

Mr. McKENNAN asked for the yeas and 
nays; which were not ordered. 

he motion to lay the preliminary question on 

the table was agreed to. 

Mr. Jenirer, of Maryland, attended and was 
qualified. 

Mr. ADAMS presented a petition from one 





citizens of western Pennsylvania, praying the 
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ment of the committees of the House, and he | 


will appoint such committee as he shall think || 
best suited to give sound and solid reasons for | 


That would leave the right of | 


Ie hoped, for the peace and harmony of the com- | 
munity, and for the peace and harmony of the | 


He | 


These were the reasons why he | 


expressed by the gentleman from Massachusetts. | 


hundred and sixty or one hundred and seventy 


abolition of slavery and the slave trade in the 
District of Columbia; which he moved be received. 

Mr. GLASCOCK said he had hoped that gen- 
tlemen would have paused before they proceeded 
to introduce other petitions of the same character, 
particularly after the vote which had just been 






































































taken, and also when it was known that a similar 
petition had been made the order of the day for 
Saturday next, and thatthe resolutions embracing 
the whole subject-matter were in the possession 
of the House, and would soon be finally acted 
on. To pres these petitions now under circum- 
stances like these seemed to him to be intended 
to produce exciiement, and wound the feelings of 
the southern members. 

The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that 
it was not in order to impugn the motives of any 
member of the House. 

Mr. GLASCOCK said his remark was a gen- 
eral one. 

Mr. HARDIN rose toa question of order. He 
understood the gentleman to present a petition 
from citizens of the State of Pennsylvania; and 
as the rule required the States to be called in 
their order, he did not think the gentleman from 
Massachusetts was in order. If this oo le 
were carried out, Mr. H. could hand all his 
papers to a member from Maine, and thus get a 
»wreference, 

The CHAIR said the rule was not limited to 
petitionsand memorials from the State from which 
the member presenting them came. Every mem- 

| ber had a right to present the petition of any cit- 
izen from another State. 

Mr. GLASCOCK again appealed to gentlemen 
charged with these petitions to withhold them, at 
least for the present, and to wait the result of the 
resolutions he had just referred to; and then 
took a view of the constitutional question of the 
right of petition, and proceeded to show that not 
to receive a petition was no violation of the Con- 
stitution, and did not abridge or encroach upon 
the right of petition, as contended by gentlemen, 
under the amended Constitution. A continuation 
of his remarks hereafter. 

Mr. MILLER said he would make one more 
effort to arrest the debate at this time. He moved 
to lay the preliminary question on the table, 

Mr. GRANGER asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and were as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Ash, Ashley, Barton, 
Bewe, Bean, Bockee, Bond, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Bunch, 
Bynum, Cambreleng. Campbell, Carr, Casey, Chaney, 
Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John F. Hi. 
Claiborne, Cieveland, Cotfee, Coles, Conner, Craig, Cramer, 
} Crane, Cushman, Davis, Deberry, Dickerson, Dromgoole, 
| Effner, Fairfield, Farlin, French, Fry, William K. Fuller, 
Galbraith, James Garland, Rice Garland, Gillet, Glascock, 
Grantland, Grayson, Griflin, Haley, Hamer, Hammond, 
Hannegan, Hardin, Samuel 5. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, 
Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, 
Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Jabez 
Jackson, Jenifer, Josepn Johnson, Richard M. Jotmson, 
Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin 
Jones, Judson, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, 
Gideon Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah 
Mann, Job Mann, Manning, Martin, John Y. Mason, 
|, William Mason, Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, Maury, 

May, MeCarty, McComas, McKay, McKeon, McKim, Me- 

Lene, Mercer, Miller, Milligan, Montgomery, Morgan, 

Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, Franklin Pierce, Pettigrew, 

Phelps, Pinckney, Rencher, John Reynolds, Joseph Rey 

nolds, Ripley, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, Shenck, Seymour, 

William B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shicida, 

Shinn, Smith, Spangler, Standefer, Storer, Sutherland, 

Taliaferro, Taylor, John Thompson, Toucey, Towns, Tur 
, rill, Underwood, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, 
| Washington, Webster, Weeks, White, Lewis Williams, 
and Sherrod Williams—143. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Banks, Borden, 
Briggs, William B. Calhoun, George Chambers, John 
| Chambers, Childs, Clark, Corwin, Cushing, Darlington, 
Denny, Evans, Everett, Fowler, Phiio C. Fuller, Granger, 
Grennell, Hiland Hall, Hard, Harper, Hazeitine, Heister, 
Hoar, Howell, William Jackson, Janes, Kilgore, Lawrence, 
Lay, Lincoln, McKennan, Morris, Parker, Dutee J. Pearce, 
Peyton, Phillips, Reed, Russell, Sprague, and Whittlesey 
Ad. 


ee 


So the preliminary question was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. ADAMS presented the petition of four 
' hundred citizens of Indiana and Westmorcland 
counties, State of Pennsylvania, praying the abo- 
| lition of slavery and the slave trade in the Disirict 
of Columbia. The petitioners were unknown to 
him, and the motives which had induced them to 
| request him to present their petitions he knew 
not. He had from time to time stated that he was 
| opposed to the prayer of similar petitions. He 
| was also unacquainted with any of the persons 
| whose names appeared upon the petition which 
| he this day presented from his own district. He 
had no agency in procuring either of the petitions 
to be sent to hice: It was perhaps done in conse- 
quence of his declaration that he would present 
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any petition sent to him for that ree from 
citizens of the United States, couched in respectful 
language. This he should continue to do, and 
he should not sean very closely the particular 
language used by petitioners, 

If objection to the reception of these petitions 
was placed upon the ground that the language 
was disrespectful, as was intimated by the gentle- 
man from Georgia, {Mr. Grascock,] that objec- 
tion should be entered on the Journal. If the 
people should be apprised that this was the ob- 
jection, there would be ps titions enough sent here, 
‘where no objection of this sort could be urged. 
Indeed, it would be difficult to use language on 
this subject which would be deemed respectful by 
slaveholders. Congress had declared the slave 
trade, when carried on out of the United States, 
piracy. Tle was opposed to that act, because he 
did not think it proper that this traffic without 
our boundaries should be called piracy, while there 
was no constitutional righttointerdictit within our 
borders. It was not only not considered piracy, 
but at was carried on in sight of the windows of 
the Capitol. Mr. A. referred in strong terms to 
the evils of the domestic slave trade; and con- 
cluded by assuring the House that whatever might 
be the character of the resolutions which might 
be passed, if it should be declared that Congress 
did not possess the power under the Constitution 
to abolish slavery and the slave trade, he should 
still feel it to be his duty to present every petition 
on the subject which might come to his hands, 
upon the fundamental principle that the House 
had no right to take away or abridge the consti- 
tutional right of petition. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said he should 
make no such promises as were made by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, to trouble the Llouse 
a few moments, and make a speech of half an 
hour. He wished to make a single remark or 
two, however they might be spun out. The gen- 
tleman said he saw, in the motion made by him 
(Mr. M.) the other day, to postpone the consider- 
ation of the question of order, ** a cat in a meal 
tub,’’ and he saw a great many things besides, 
Mr. M. said, so far as he himself was concerned, 
lie could assure the gentleman that on his (Mr. 
M.’s) part, and so far as he knew the opinions of 
his colleagues, there was no indisposition what- 
ever on their part to meet that question distinctly 
and fairly, as well as every other appertaining to 
this subject, and to give their votes and opinions, 
not only to that House, but to the country. He 
well remembered, that at the commencement of 
the session the gentleman from Massachusetts 
most distinetly, and with great emphasis, declared 
that every speech made in that Sian would be, 
to all intents and purposes, an abolition pamphlet 
to be sent into the southern States. The gentle- 
man had also professed to be opposed to that por- 
tion of his constituents who desired to agitate this 
subject; and yet the gentleman himself had taken 
occasion, upon every petition he brought there 
upon this subject, to append an abolition speech 
toit. Mr. M. left it to the gentleman himseif, to 
that House,and to his constituents to decide how 
far the remarks of the gentleman, at that early 
day of the session, were consistent with the gen- 
tleman’s subsequent course. Why, this matter 
might be coneied on to an indefinite extent. The 
gentleman had seen the disposition manifested on 
every occasion; he had seen the votes in regard 
to laying the motion to receive on the table; he 
had seen the action of the House, not only by 
ayes and noes, but by ail its various forms. Mr. 
M. would, therefore, add his simple, his most 
humble request, to the gentleman that he would 
not be quite so zealous to perform the duties he 
felt so constitutionally incumbent upon him on 


every Monday morning, until either the House | 


should manifest a disposition to ‘* dodge the ques- 
tion,’’ or to decide and vote upon it. 

As to the right of petition, Mr. M. agreed, in 
general, with the venerable gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts. He should vote, whenever called 
upon to vote there, to sustain that constitutional 
right. Mr. M. had no disguises on that subject. 
He had never voted against that right, and never 
should. But why bring this subject, here every 
day, every hour, after the decisions that had been 


given there again and again? Was not the gentle- | 
d: 


man satisfied? Had not the votes of that morning 


! 


satisfied him? He trusted it was not necessary 


to reiterate those decisions. 

Mr. ADAMS said, asthe gentleman’s discourse 
appeared to have been addressed to him, he would 
not trouble the House with any reply. 

Mr. TURRILL moved to lay the preliminary 
motion on receiving on the table; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. CUSHING said, he was charged with 
three petitions of a similar character, from sundry 
citizens of Massachusetts; and moved the pre- 
liminary question upon one of them, that the pe- 
tition be received. Mr. C. was proceeding to 
state the contents of the petition, and to eulogize 
the subscribers to it, when 

Mr. HOWARD raised the question of order, 
whether the motion could be debated. 

The SPEAKER said, by the decision of the 
House, it could; but he would put the question 
whether its acceptance was objected to. 

Mr. HAMMOND objected. 

Mr. CUSHING then proceeded briefly to con- 
tend for the right of petition, and referred to his 


| atives in reference to a similar memorial from the 


own course on the subject, which had always been | 


in opposition to the designs of the Abolitionists. || 


He condemned the resolutions of Mr. Jarvis, | 


with the amendments both of Messrs. GLascock || 


and Wise, and said he should give his opinions 


at length when the subject came up fully for con- 
sideration. 


Mr. HAMMOND briefly replied, and main- 


tained that the discussion and excitement were | 
kept up by, as well as originated with, those who | 


presented petitions of this character. 

Mr. HOWARD moved to lay the preliminary 
motion, on the reception of the petition, on the 
table; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CUSHING then presented another peti- 
tion, of a similar character, from citizens of Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mr. HAMMOND objected to receiving the 
petition. 

Mr. CUSHING then argued at length in sup- 
port of the right of petition. He traced the exist- 


ence of that right from the times of the Saxons | 


down to the present day, and that thé right was | 


brought over by the first pilgrims to this country; 
and also quoted various extracts from the debates 
and proceedings on the adoption of the Constitu- 


tion, and since, so far as related to this right and | 


the present question involved in it. Mr. C. was 
in favor of referring all petitions to a committee; 
and contended that the preliminary question of 
receiving petitions was, or ought to be, subse- 
quent to that of their consideration. He would 


| be regulated in his future course by the course of | 


the House. 


Mr. GARLAND replied to Mr. Cusutna, and | 


| 


maintained that the right of petition to Congress | 
was limited only to a redress of grievanees, and | 


of such grievances as were within the constitu- 
tional authority of Congress. Could the people 
of Massachusctts petition for a change in the do- 
mestic government or institutions of Virginia? 
Certainly not—no more than France or England 
could. ‘These petitioners from Massachusetts had 
no grievances from slavery, for theirs was a free 
State. Mr. G. then reviewed the clause in the 


, Constitution of the United States giving Congress 


exclusive legislation, and contended that it did not 


embrace entire legislation; and illustrated it also | 
_ by reference to the acts of cession. 


Mr. G. moved to lay the preliminary motion of 
reception on the table. 
Before the 


of Mr. HAMMOND, who expressed a wish to 
| address the House on the subject, Mr. G. with- 


drew it; and, on motion by Mr. H., 


The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, January 26, 1836. 
The CHAIR communicated a letter from the 


| Hon. Lveiws Lyon, one of the Senators elect 


from Michigan, inclosing a memorial from the 
Legislature of that State on the subject of her 
admission into the Union. 

Mr. HENDRICKS moved to lay the memorial 
on the table; but subsequently, on the suggestion 
of Mr. Kine, of Alabama, withdrew the motion, 
and moved that the Senate take the former course 


that had been taken by the House of Represent- 


uestion was taken, at the request | 


| 


j 
i 


| 
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January 26, 


same State; that is— 


Resolved, That the memorial be referred to the select 
committee appointed to consider the President’s message 


| on the subject of the admission of Michigan into the Union, 


and question as to boundary in dispute between Ohio; and 
that this paper shall be considered in no other light than 


| as a memorial coming from individual citizens of Michigan, 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, suggested the giving 
the memorial the same direction that had been 


| given to a memorial having reference to the ad- 








| 


mission of Michigan into the Union in the other 
House. He would refer it to the committee ap- 
pointed to consider the President’s message on 
the same subject, and the question of boundary 
between the State of Ohio and Michigan. This 
direction would not commit the Senate, and would 
allow to the memorialists an opportunity, to which 


| they were undoubtedly entitled, of being heard. 


Mr. HENDRICKS would be the last to oppose 


the giving a hearing to the memorialists; but cer- 


| tainly the Senate had not progressed so far as to 


be prepared to receive a communication from 
Michigan as a State. If she wished to become a 
State, she ought to proceed in the constitutional 
manner that other States had done. 

Mr. TIPTON said he was extremely unwilling 
that it should be supposed he was capable of 


| taking any course denying the right of the people 


of Michigan to approach either branch of the 
National Legislature by petition or remonstrance, 
He hoped he had shown sufficiently, on a former 
occasion, to the satisfaction of the Senate, that, 
under the present form of her constitution, assum- 
ing a boundary she was not entitled to, Michigan 
could not rightfully be admitted into the Union. 
His colleague and himself could not admit that 
she was a State under present circumstances, 
claiming, as she did, a portion of their State. On 
that occasion the subject was referred to a com- 
mittee, and he and his colleague were content to 
wait until they heard that committee’s report, 
before acting fetus on the subject. While the 
matter remained in this situation, it, was unne- 
cessary as well as vexatious to be receiving peti- 
tions and discussing them. He was anxious te 
hear the report of the select committee, from 
which the Senate might make up a correct decis- 
ion on this delicate question. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, was not disposed to 
interfere unnecessarily in this matter, but as one 
of the Senators of the United States he felt it to 
be his duty to endeavor to give such a direction 
to the memorial as would enable those who framed 
it to present their views to the Senate, and, at the 
same time, enable Senators to examine carefully 
and deliberately their claims, without committing 
themselves. He would therefore prefer that the 
course taken by the House of Representatives 
should be followed on this occasion. He should 
like to know why the gentlemen from Indiana 
were opposed to giving the memorial this direc- 
tion. it they were in favor of the admission of 
Michigan into the Union, on the condition that 
she made the proper change in her constitution 
respecting boundary, why not refer the memorial 
to the committee, who would report distinctly 
what it would be necessary for Michigan to do? 
The subject was already before the committee, 
and to enable them to have the whole subject be- 
fore them they ought also to have this memorial. 
They could not ask for it, nor act on it, without 
the order of the Senate. The committee would 


| act and report, at all events, and the gentlemen, 
| by refusing the reference of this memorial, would 


not prevent the subject of the admission of Mich- 
igan from being discussed at this session, It 
was customary to refer memori ls of this nature 
to the Committee on the Judiciary; but as there 
had been a select committee constituted to con- 


| sider the President’s message on this subject and 


the disputed boundary question, and as Michigan 


'had, since the appointment of the committee, 


given her views more at large in the document 
just read, it would be more appropriate to refer 
it to the same committee, in =e that they might 
have the whole subject before them. He wanted 
a report at length, after a full and fair investiga- 
tion by the committee, that Senators, having such 
a report on their tables, might carefully examine 
it, and come toa direct decision. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, observed that the ob- 
jections of the Senators from Indiana were not 
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as to the examination of the memorial by a com- 
mittee, nor to the admission of Michigan into the 
Union. Their objections, as he understood them, 
were, that by receiving this petition it would be 
admitting that Michigan was a State, and that 
she had a Legislature as such. Now he (Mr. E.) 
did not admit that Michigan was a State and had 
a Legislature. He knew very well that every 
citizen of the United States and every State of the 
Union had a right to memoralize Congress and to 
be heard; but the question was, was Michigan a 
State? If there be not such a State, (said Mr. 
E.,) then we cannot accept the memorial in its 
resent shape. We concede the point that she 
is a State (continued Mr. E.) if we accept this 
memorial, purporting as it does to come from the 
Legislature of the State of Michigan. 

Mr. TIPTON observed that the constitution 
submitted by the people of Michigan had been 
sent, as the Senator from Alabama observed, to a 
select committee. To that he had no objection. 
It was we]l known that for two years he had 
been advocating the rights of that people; and 
when they brought themselves before Congress 
in a constitutional form, he would readily agree 
to admit them into the Union. This, however, 
they had not done. _ If it was possible to admit 
them without doing injustice to the other States 


whose boundaries they had attempted to over- | 


step, he would be the first to do it; but what did 
the document before them declare? It was not 
the constitution of Michigan, nor coming from 
the people of that Territory, but it purported to 
be a memorial coming from the Legislature of 
the State of Michigan. ‘There was no such pol- 


itical body as that assumed in the memorial, and | 
he and his colleague were not willing to admit | 
He did not wish to reject the memo- | 


there was. 
rial. He was contented with the motion of his 
colleague to lay it on the table; and on that ques- 
tion he would ask the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were accordingly ordered. | 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, referred to the course 
taken with a similar memorial from Michigan in 
the House of Representatives, and hoped the 
Senators from Indiana would consent to let this 
memorial take the same course. 


sustained. A motion was then made to reject it 
and refer it to a committee, declaring, at the same 
time, that the paper was not received as the 
memorial of the Legislature of a State, but as the 
memorial of individuals. 


sent, the motion to lay the memorial on the table 
might be withdrawn; and he hoped the Senators 
from Indiana would consent to that course, and 


let the memorial take the same direction that had || 


He | 
did not perceive that anything could be gained by | 


been given to the one in the other House. 


the opposers of the admission of Michigan by 
refusing to refer their memorial. The Senator 
from Indiana proposed to receive the document 
and then lay it on the table; for it would be as 


much received by laying it on the table as by | 


referring it to a committee. The course taken 
by the other House did not commit them as to 


ichigan being a State. They resolved that they | 


would hear the memorial as they would hear the 
memorial of private individuals. If the Senate 
should adopt this course, it appeared to him that 


it would be more calculated to satisfy the people || 


of Ohio, Indiana, and Michigan, than by refusing 
to receive the memorial. It would certainly be the 
most unexceptionable course to refer the memo- 
rial, with the qualification made in the other 


House; and a reference to the select committee, | 


who already had the subject before them, was pre- 
ferable to a reference to the Judiciary Committee. 


Mr. HENDRICKS then withdrew his motion | 


to lay the memorial on the table, with the general 
consent of the Senators, as the yeas and nays had 
been ordered; and submitted a motion in the fol- 
lowing form : 


Ordered, That the memorial purporting to be from the 
Senate and House of Representatives of the State of Mich 
igan, be referred to the select committee, appointed on the 
Rd December, in relation to the admission of Michigan into 
the Union; and that the Senate regard the same in no other 
light than as the voluntary act of individuals. 


Mr. DAVIS was in favor of giving the petition 


A motion was || 
made in the House of Representatives (he said) | 
to reject the memorial, and the motion was not | 


the usual direction. 
resenting himself to be aship-owner did not prove 


A petition from a man rep- | 
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him to be a ship-owner, nor did the petition of a | 


manufacturer representing himself as such prove 
him to be one; and we are not bound to recognize 
their character. 
themselves to be, I suppose,a political body. As 
a matter of principle, when a petition came here 
in respectful terms, it ought to be treated in a 
respectful manner. He would be satisfied to 
consider the petition as containing a faithful de- 
scription of themselves, and was disposed to let it 
take the ordinary course. 

Mr. NILES said, that aside from matters of 
form, he was disposed to regard the petition as 
coming from the people of Michigan, claiming 
political rights of the highest magnitude; and he 
could not refuse to hear them, and least of all a 
memorial coming from a whole people claiming 
admission into the Federal Union. Have they 
(said Mr. N.) not aright to select their own mode 
of application? They came here not asking a mat- 
ter of favor, but a matter of right. Had they not 
a right to select their own committee to represent 
those rights? 


Now these persons re present i 


For his part, he was disposed to | 


hearthem. If there ever was apeople who claimed | 
rights of a high character, it was those who had | 


| political rights and were not represented. He 
regretted to see a disposition manifested to shut 


| out the inquiry, and to prevent them from being | 


heard. 


from a hearing. ‘There were ways enough of 


Legislature of a State. His objection was to the 
form in which the memorial came, and not to 
giving the people of Michigan a hearing. Gen- 


| the people of Michigan an opportunity of being 
heard. The true question before the Senate was, 
whether this memorial came from a State— 
whether the Senate could address Michigan as a 
State, and receive communications from her as 
such? The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Davis] had compared this memorial to one com- 
| ing from a person declaring himself to be a man- 


|| ufacturer or ship-owner, &c., and contended that 
| Congress, having no right to inquire into the 


occupation of individuals, but bound to receive 


| 
| petitions coming from them, ought not to reject | 
| 


Mr. CLAYTON observed, that by general con- | 


them merely because they did not give a true 
description of themselves. This was very true 
| as regarded individuals; we do not inquire (said 
|| Mr. E.) what is the occupation of the petitioner, 


a petition from the Emperor of Japan or the 
| Governor of Upper or Lower Canada. It was, 
| however, sbalenie necessary, when a com- 
munication came from an association of people 
styling themselves the Legislature of a State, 
that their designation should be a true one, other- 
|| wise they could not properly be heard. Now, 
|| the people of Michigan had an undoubted right 
to petition Congress, but could they delegate this 
|| right to a body called a Legislature? They could 
not do it without the authority of Congress, and 
if (said Mr. E.) we receive this petition from 
them, we admit, in some measure, (he did not 
say it would be an absolute measure,) that Mich- 
igan was a State. He was content with the 
course pursued by the House of Representatives, 
and hoped that it might be followed in the 
Senate. 

Mr. TIPTON conceived the section of country 
he represented was intended to be affected by 
this application. He could perceive that honor- 
able Senators, who were not immediately con- 
cerned in this question, had not examined the 
| case in all its bearings, and he would ask them 
| seriously so to examine it. Mr. T. would refer 
_ them to the third section of the fours article of 
| the Constitution, which had reference to the 
| terms of admission of new States. The people 
| of Michigan had informed them that they had 
| formed a State Government, and that two persons 
| had been elected as Senators to represent them in 
\| the Senate of the United States, who were here, 








but whether he is a citizen of the United States, | 
for he presumed the gentleman would not receive | 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, said he would assure 
the Senator from Connecticut that there had been | 
no attempt made there to shut this people out | 


presenting this communication to Congress, with- | 
out the petitioners presenting themselves as the 


| tlemen, therefore, were mistaken and misstated || 
| them in saying that they were opposed to giving | 








|| to her admission into the Union, 
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and claimed seats as such. By the decision of 
the Senate, seats were not granted tothem. His 
colleague and himself could do no act that, by 
any possibility, might be construed into a recog- 
nition of Michigan as a State. The people of 
Michigan claimed many miles of the territory 
of the State he represented; and until that claim 
was adjusted, the Somadaais could not be defined, 
so as to entitle her to be admitted into the Union, 
All the rights of the people of Michigan would 
come up fairly before the committee to whom the 
subject was referred; and he had no objection to 
the petition being received, and referred to that 
committee, who would then have the whole sub- 
ject before them, provided it was referred in the 
manner proposed by his colleague—as a memo- 
rial coming from the people of Michigan, and not 
as coming from her oe Redan asaState. He 
denied the possibility of the existence of that 
body (the kage as a political body, and it 
could not become such until, by their acts, they 
brought themselves within the provisions of the 
Constitution and laws of the United States, which 
they had not done. 

Mr. PORTER intended to vote for the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Indiana, but some re- 
marks had been made by the Senator from Con- 
necticut, to which he would reply. The gentleman 
was opposed to the qualification in the motion of 
the Senator from Indiana, because the right of 
petiuon might be infringed by it. Now, he did 
notunderstand any such thing. The reference, in 
the manner proposed, did not preclude the peti- 
tioners from being heard, but simply declared that 
the Senate was not yet prepared to decide that 
Michigan was a State. He was not one of those 
who thought that petitions could be received there 
/about anything and everything. He thought 
they ought to be about such things as Congress 
could act on, and from some known person or 
corporate body, before they could properly be 
received. He did not wish to waste time on mat- 
ters that seemed to be of trifling import, but it did 
appear to him that the receiving a petition from 
Michigan as a State would be an admission of 
the fact that she was what she called herself. He 
did not intend to interfere with the controversy 
between Michigan and the States of Ohio, Indiana, 
and Illinois, as to boundary, but it seemed to him 
that no Territory could come before them asa 
State until the consent of Congress had been given 
He assured 
his honorable friend from Connecticut, [Mr. 
Nives,] that he was ready to give the most delib- 
erate attention to the affairs of Michigan, and to 
| decide upon them according. to the best of his 
judgment. The number of inhabitants in that 
| Territory and the adjoining States would make no 
difference with him, nor prevent him from deeid- 
ing impartially between them. 
| Mr. CALHOUN regarded the political exist- 
| ence of Michigan as a State asa nonentity. ‘The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] had 
said that we were not bound to recognize a peiti- 
tioneras a manufacturer because he called himself 
one in the petition. That case did not apply to 
a corporate body, and especially to a political 
body. The petition must or must not be received. 
| The position it assumed was strongly illustrative 
of the position some gentlemen had assumed on 
this floor. To receive this petition would amount 
to a recognition of Michigan as a State, and he 
could therefore not agree to receive it. 

Mr. CLAYTON, in reply to Mr. Catnoun, 
said, he hoped the Senator from Indiana would 
i} 





not vary his motion. It appeared to him that the 
course now proposed was the very one to prevent 
all dissatisfaction on either side. By referring the 
subject to a select committee, with the qualifica- 
tion proposed, we do not (said he) commit our- 
selves at all as to whether Michigan is or is not 
a State. We send the memorial (said he) to the 
committee, to inquire into the fact. Besides, in 
the very language of the ordér contemplated in 
the motion, it was provided that the Senate re- 
ceived this document from a particular section of 
the country, as a memorial coming from the people 
of that Territory, and not as a memorial from a 
State. How, then, could it be contended, that 
| by receiving and referring the memorial the 
| Senate would be committed as to Michigan’s 
| being a State? Todecide at once that this was 





FA a Del cowed pA SRN ly Sle 


ad 


a 
?. 


a 


iy. 


reas 


er 


| 


a is AOR pale ary ee aaa ne ee 


ae 


SRT UEDA 


Kae 


7 Salou le 


Pam” en 





a State, or to do any act recognizing her as such, | 


without reference to the boundaries of Ohio, Indi- 
ana, and Illinois, would create a great deal of 
unnecessary excitement. On the other hand, it 
was just and right that everything said by this 
meals as a people, should be heard. Let the 
memorial, therefore, (said Mr. C.,) go to a com- 
mittee, to consider the subjectcalmly and deliber- 
ately, and to report all the facts necessary for the 
information of the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS did not feel any great anxiety 
about this matter. He had cedkednei till the 
Senator from South Carolina arose, that no ob- 
jection had been made to receiving the memorial, 
and that it was already in the possession of the 
Senate. His worthy friend from Ohio [Mr. Ew- 
ine] asked whether he would receive a petition 
from the Emperor of Japan. That question he was 
not called on to answer, because, the gentleman 
went further, and said that when petitions were 
presented, the inquiry was not made whether the 
petitioner had correctly designated himself as a 
manufacturer or a ship-owner, but whether he 
was a citizen of the United States. Now, did not 
this settle the very question before the Senate ? 
Were not these memorialists citizens of the Uni- 
ted States, and falling within the description of 
those entitled to petition Congress given by the 
gentleman from Ohio? While up, he would ask 
of the Senators from Indiana whether it was 
more profitable to have the inquiry then made 
whether Michigan was a State, or to have the 
same inquiry made by a committee? This seemed 
to be a mere question of expediency. The Sena- 
tor from South Carolina had stated the true ques- 
tion, Which was, whether the petition should be 
received or not. ‘That question had been settled; 
and it was too late then to raise it, and it would 
be inexpedient to do so. 

Mr. RUGGLES moved a division of the ques- 
tion on Mr. [lenpricks’s motion, so as to take 
it first on the reference, without the accompany- 
ing qualification. 

Mr. CLAYTON said, the effect of a division 
of the question would be to make those who were 
anxious to give Michigan a hearing vote against 
the reference altogether, under the apprehension 
that the qualification declaring that the Senate did 
not receive the memorial as one coming from a 
State might not be carried. Now the proposi- 
tion made by the Senator from Indiana was one 
that would give to the memorialists a full and fair 
hearing, without committing any Senator who 
voted for it. 


Mr. LEIGH said, if the call for a division was | 


insisted upon, it would piace the Senators in the 
position mentioned by the gentleman from Del- 
aware, | Mr. CLavton;]} and he hoped the gentle- 


man from Maine | Mr. Rugeéies] would not insist | 


He suevested to the gentleman from 


upon it. 
ara {[Mr. Rueeves] that he could get at his 


N 


object by moving to strike out the qualification | 


in the motion of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. RUGGLES. 
sidered by this body as coming from individuals 
simply, the objection would seem to be obviated 
as to its reception. He was not prepared to say 
these individuals were the representatives of 
Michigan State, or whatever name it was called 
by—they called themselves a Legislature. It was 
immaterial to him by whatnamed they were called, 
as regarded this petition. 


If the petition was con- | 


Were the Senate au- | 


thorized to say, we shall not hear them as a | 


people ? \ 
tion of the people of Michigan, would the question 
arise whether we should receive their memorial ? 
We do not make the inquiry (said Mr. R.) when 
the proceedings of an assembly, calling them- 
selves aconvention, are presented to us, whether 
they are what they import to be or not. 

Mr. NILES said, that the object, as he appre- 


If they had called themselves a conven- | 


I _THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


hended, was to ask an expression of the Senate, | 


that the organization of Michigan was improper 
and unlawful. He was not prepared to do so. 
They did not claim to be a State—they came for 
the consent of Congress to become a State. {Mr. 
Crayron here rose to correct the misapprehen- 
sion of the Senator from Connecticut, Mr. Nives, 


and said they claimed the Territory as a State.] | 


Mr. N. understood it. on 
whether the Senate should enter intoa preliminary 
measure. Did the Constitution provide any par- 


The only question was, | 


| 





ticular mode for that? No. They were bound 
—it was their duty to receive new States under 
the proper restrictions. They could not have 
Hederal rights without the consent of Congress 
They must have their constitution framed, and 
submit it to Congress, to see that it was republi- 
can, and notincompatible with our Government. 
He was willing to let them take what preliminary 
steps now they pleased, and when the question 
of their rights came before the Senate, they would 
take care that there was no violation of the rights 
or principles of the Government of the Union. 

Mr. CALHOUN moved to lay the memorial 
on the table, in order to take up the unfinished 
business of yesterday. It was half past one 
o’clock, he said, and the Senator from New Jer- 
sey (Mr. SournHarp] was expected to go on with 
his remarks. 

This motion was decided in the negative. 

Mr. RUGGLES wished to say one word before 
the question on his motion was taken. By 
makjng the declaration he proposed to strike out, 
the Senate would be committed on one important 
point. The question of the admission of Mich- 
ivan as a State was before a committee, and it 
was not known what their report would be. If 
they reported to-morrow that Michigan is to be 
admitted into the Union on certain conditions, 
then the question would arise, ** Had she asked 
for admission?’’ If the Senate declared that this 
paper was the act of individuals only—that those 
who called themselves the Legislature of Michi- 
gan were not authorized to speak for her—then 
the Senate committed themselves; and if they 


received a report from their committee to-morrow, | 


they could not say that Michigan had asked to be 
admitted into the Union, for they would have 
declared that those whe presented this memorial 
were not a public body, and had no authority 
from Michigan to ask for her admission into the 
Union. 

Mr. HENDRICKS said, that a disposition had 
been imputed to him on this oceasion to exclude 
the memorial altogether, but that nothing could 
be further from bis purpose; and if this had been 
inferred from his motion, in the first instance, to 
lay it, for the time being, on the table, he had 
been wholly misunderstood. A 
been presented by the President of the Senate, 
murporting to be a memorial from the Senate and 

louse of Representatives of the State of Michi- 
gan. Its contents were very partially known. 
So much of it, however, oa been read by the 
Secretary as informed us that it was a paper 
taking ground upon the ordinance of 1787, and 
claiming for Michigan the right of admission into 
the Union as a sovereign and independent State. 
He had felt it his duty to resist this pretension; 
and denying that any such case existed; denying 
that Michigan was, or ought to be, considered a 
sovereign and independent State, he had moved 
that the memorial, for the time being, be laid upon 
the table. This motion had been made, that time 
might be afforded to look into the disposition that 


had been made elsewhere of a similar memorial. | 
The discussion that had ensued had given time | 


to turn to our files, and he then had before hima 
document which showed what had been done 
with the same memorial, as he believed, in the 
House of Representatives. 
to take the same course here; and, when up be- 
fore, had withdrawn the proposition to lay on the 
table, and offered the proposition which had been 
read at the Seeretary’s table. He had not the 
remotest wish to exclude the document referred 
to, but he was anxious that, in referring it to a 
committee, no sanction should be given to the 
character it assumed for the people of Michigan. 
He contended that in no sense of the word could 
they be considered a State. The laws of Con- 
gress for the government of Michigan Territory 


were in full force; and the Senate, in another ca- | 


pacity, had before them a proposition looking 
to the due extension of the laws of the United 


States in and over that Territory. The charac- | 
ter in which’ the people of Michigan represented | 


themselves in this memorial seemed to have been 
misapprehended by some Senators who had fa- 
ma the Senate with their views. They seem 
to understand the people of Michigan as asking 
permission to become a State, but the memorial 


‘affirmed the fact that they were already in the 


memorial had | 


He wished the thing | 
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' enjoyment of a State government, and, in that 
| capacity, it asked that they might be received 
into the Union. 
The Senator from Massachusetts (said Mr, 
H.) thinks it an unimportant fact what character 
a petitioner assumes when he comes upon this 
floor. He says that a man representing himself 
to be a ship-owner in his petition will not be 
inquired of whether he be a ship-owner or not; 
that the Senate will pass this by as immaterial, 
and only inquire into the prayer of his petition, 
But suppose the prayer of his petition to be that 
Congress, for some important purpose connected 
with the interest of this Government, should 
recognize his characteras ship-owner, would not 
this then be the very fact to be inquired into? If 
so, this is the very case before us. It is, that 
Michigan may be recognized with her Senate and 
House of Representatives, and in the capacity of 
a sovereign and independent State. It is for this 
purpose that she presents herself here. She asks 
to be admitted into the Union, and the first and 
most important inquiry is, is she a State? And 
if she be a State, under all the circumstances in 
_which she presents herself, boundaries and all, 
there would probably be no hesitation in the 

mind of any Senator about her admission into the 
|Union. Her character, then, State or no State, 
| was the point in controversy. The right of 
_ petition (Mr. H. said) had very little to do with 
the present case. Every citizen of Michigan had 
aright to petition, ak the people of Michigan 
| Territory had, unquestionably, this right in their 
proper character, or in almost any other char- 
acter that did not array itself against the laws 
and authority of the United States. 

But the people of Michigan, in presenting their 
Senate and House of Representatives as the legis- 
lative power existing there, showed that they had 
trampled upon and violated the laws of the Uni- 
_ ted States, establishing a territorial government 
in Michigan. These laws were or ought to be 
in full force there, but - the character and posi- 
tion assumed they had set up a government 
antagonist to that of the United States. If, before 
they had put their government in motion, they 
had presented themselves here, and asked admis- 
sion into the Union, the matter of boundary out of 
the question, there would have been no difficulty 
in the case; and if they wished now to become 
a member of the Union, and are content to come 
in at the right door, it is probable they will have 
no difficulty. Let them ask Congress, as they did 
two years ago, to pass a law authorizing them to 
form for themselves a constitution and State gov- 
ernment, and designating proper boundaries; or 
let them amend their present constitution, adopt- 
ing proper boundaries, and their admission will 
| be almost a matter of course. And this (said Mr. 
_H.) is, in my opinion, the easiest and speediest 

mode of getting into the Union they can adopt. 

This is the first time (said Mr. H.) that the 
Senate has been asked to receive any paper recog- 
nizing them as a State, for, although their consti- 
tution, and perhaps other documents, have been 
received and referred to the select committee, they 

/came as accompaniments to the President’s mes- 
sage, which being referred, they were also referred 
as part of it. Before he resumed his seat, he 
would put a question to the Senator from Maine, 

| who had asked a division of the question about 
to be propounded to the Senate. The purpose, 
however, of asking for a division had for the 
oresent been abandoned, and the Senator from 

Sedies had moved to strike out that part of the 

proposition which asserts ‘‘that the Senate re- 
gard the memorial in no other light than as the 
| voluntary act of individuals.’? This motion had 

doubtless for its object the reception of the me- 

_morial, and the rejection of the declaration with 

which it is accompanied: If it be the object, on 

the failure of this motion, to renew the call for a 

division of the question, the proposition being 
my own, (said Mr. H.,) it is in my power so to 
modify it, as to avert the result wished for by the 

Senator from Maine. 

Here Mr. RUGGLES remarked, that it was 
not his intention to renew his call for a division 
of the question, and that he would be satisfied 
with the decision of the Senate on his motion to 


|| strike out. 
|| On taking the question, the motion of Mr. 
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Rvucenres was lost—veas 12, nays 30; as fol- 


lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Grundy, Hill, Hubbard, Niles, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, 
and Wall—l2. ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, 
Ewing of Ohio, Ewing of [linois, Goldsborough, Hendricks, 
Kent, King of Alabama, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean; 
Mangum, Moore, Morris, Naudain, Porter, Prentiss, Rob- 
bins, Robinson, Southard, Swift, Tipton, Tomlinson, Tyler, 
Webster, and White—3H. 

Mr. Hewnprick’s motion was then adopted, 
and the memorial was accordingly referred to the 
select committee appointed on the same subject. 

Mr. Benton’s resolution on the subject of the 
appropriation of the surplus revenue was then | 
taken up as the unfinished business; and 

Mr. SOUTHARD, after descanting upon the 
tenor of the resolution offered, said there was an 
avowed object in this resolution, and that was, to 
counteract two great objects; one brought before | 
the Senate by the gentleman from Kentucky, | 
{Mr. Cray,] for the disposition of a portion of | 
the surplus revenue; and the other by the gentle- | 
man from South Carolina, [Mr. Catnoun,] for | 
the appropriation of the whole of the balance of | 
it. These two objects were to be met and defeated, 
right or wrong, by this resolution; and he could 
not come into the measure. He objected to it | 
from the motives avowed in the arguments of its 
supporters, that they should have war, and that 
the Senate was guilty of being the cause of our 
state of unpreparedness. 





The foundation on which the resolution was || 


offered was, that we should have a war with 
France. He was incapable of anticipating what 


would be the result ofour negotiations with France. | 


It might be that a war was approaching, and if it 


did come, it would show that the power of the | 


Executive had been strong enough to force the 
country into it. The framers of the Constitution 
had seen how war had been incurred elsewhere, 
and had wisely conferred the power to declare 
war on Congress alone. 


_ THE CO 


and to-day (said Mr. S.) I will make mine. He 
referred to a resolution offered last year, request- | 
ing information from the President relative to the | 
revenue, fortifications, &c., to be laid before Con- 
gress at the next session. ‘These (said Mr. 8S.) 
are the precursors of the present resolution, and | 
the treatment of them the first item of accusation. 
They were solely a matter of inquiry, and ex- 
pressed no opinion. How, then, could the Sen- 
ator from came {[Mr. Benton] draw from 
them the inference he had drawn? 

The resolution calling for this information from 
the President was, on motion by Mr. Potnvex- 
TER, ordered to lie on the table, and had never 
afterwards been called up. 

The next item was the loss of the half million | 
appropriation. The chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, who is not strongly suspected 
| of being in favor of the Administration, moved, 

himself, as an amendment, an appropriation of 
half a million. He put it to the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Benton] if, when a member of a 
majority of this body offers a resolution, and it 
is laid on the table, and not called up, whether 
that should be made ground of attack. The loss | 
of a necessary appropriation, whether from party | 
servility or party hostility, was a source of grief. | 
This matter had s eamaaniia important character, 


| of an accusation against the Senate, and the people 
|of the country might say the Senate were not 
| willing to make provision for their defense. 


be with the one or the other. 

Reprisals had been recommended as a measure 
of peace, and the message recommending it closed 
|| with submitting the measure to the wisdom of 
Congress. There was no statement of facts or es- 
|, timates that looked to the approach of war, and it 
| was not regarded as preparatory to war, by friend 
| or foe. And it was too late to turn coaiaece to 
| give it that bearing. 





whether warwas right or wrong. But he would 
say that the violence of one man, and the petu- 
lence of another, met on one side by mistaken 
notions of national honor, was the cause to which 
it should be attributed. He hoped war would pot 
come. He knew the result if it did. He knew 
modern France. If it did come, oceans of. blood 
would be shed; and if it did come, it was the fault 
of one man, and I (said Mr. 8.) would not have 
the guilt of it for all the crowns and honors of the 
world. The condition of our Army and Navy 
was as well known in Franceashere. {Here Mr. 
S. adverted to the defenseless condition of our 
Navy, and enumerated the number and character 


of the United States vessels in the East Indies, | 


Brazil, West Indies, &c.]} 
repared, then, for a war? 
“rance know it? 


Are we (said Mr. 8.) 
No, sir. 


Yes,as well as we do. Look 


(said he) ct the Delaware, without a single fort! || 


Look at Key West! The enemy (said he) can 
sail directly into the gulf there, and from thence 
can reach, without notice, any pointon the coast. 
I yield (said he) to the gentleman from Missouri, 
{Mr. Benron,] that we are not prepared. And 
whose fault was it? It was for those in power 
for the last seven years to answer. 

But we are told (said Mr. S.) that the Senate, 
at the last session, refused an appropriation of 


$3,000,000, and defeated appropriations to other | 


objects. That appropriation could not have been 
used in a war, unless it depended on the Execu- 
tive will, and not on the will of Congress, to 
declare it. Count up the expense of a war, 
(said he,) leaving out of the account the suffer- 
ings of the country, and fifty millions would not 
poy it. Who was it offered the stock of the 
nited States for sale? Was it offered in order 
to let France know that we would not suffer b 
on and taxes if we went into a war wit 
er? 

I know (said Mr. S.) the way was prepared 
for this war upon the Senate. The accusation 
was made from the highest haman source—the 
Executive of a free people; and when he has 
declared a purpose, that purpose will be followed 
out by others, because they think as he does. He 
spoke for himself. They made no charge against 
the President; the charge was made by him against 
the Senate, and they were put upon their defense; 


He would not say now | 


Does not | 


And what would your musty law books say 


| mously, declaring that it was inexpedient to adopt 
|| any legislative measures in regard to our affairs 
with France; and in the House of Representa- 
|| tives the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 


ation of the expression of the Senate that any- 
thing more than peace appropriations were neces- 
| sary. ‘Thisdiscretionary plan, which would have 
put it into the power of the Executive to have us 
in a war, was taken out of his hands. 

He ealled for the attention of the Senator from 
|| New Hampshire, [Mr. Hussarp,} who was then 
a member of the House of Representatives. The 


mended $439,000 fer defense. Did’ he do his 
|, duty? Ifhe did, then that sum was all that was 
required. It wes the duty of the President to 
| give an estimate, and if, in view of a war, this 
was ai! that he thought necessary, he was false 
| to Congress and to the country to report that 
||} amount to carry us through the war. When 
| these documents had been some time in the hands 
_ of the committee in the House of Representatives, 
| of which the present Speaker was chairman, the 


| 


the condition of our affairs with France. On the 

2d of January, 1835, the chairman of that com- 

mittee made a report to the House of Represent- 

| atives of the precise amount recommended by the 
President. 

They had had the annual and special message 
before them, and the committee reported $439,000 
as all that was necessary to the defense of the 
nation. 

During the administration of Mr. Adams, the 
average of the annual appropriations for ‘this 

| purpose was $762,000; year before last, for that 
| single year, under this Administration, theamount 
| of the ones was 000. How did it 
happen that last year (said Mr. 8.) only half that 
amount was ares and then turn round, 
and ask the Senate, why its unwillingness to 
make preparation for the defense of the country ? 
Why were the friends of the Administration sat- 
isfied with that appropriation of $439,000? On 





aa. 


because the Chief Magistrate had made it the basis | 


He || 


was willing to abide the result, let the criminality | 


If reprisals had been made, | 
we would have been involved ina war with France. | 


then about reprisals being a peaceful remedy ? | 
Long before the three million appropriation had | 
|come up, a resolution had been passed unani- | 


| Relations moved to lay it on the table in confirm. |/ 


| estimate sent by the Fxecutive last year recom- | 


President sent a message to Congress, showing | 





‘Mi 


the 15th of January, when the bill was under 
consideration in the House of Representatives, a 
yroposition was made by Mr. Evererr to amend 
it by adding $67,000, and by other gentlemen, 
by adding a propriations to Fort McHenry, Fort 
Marion, ae rhrog’s Neck, which were all nega- 
tived by the triends of the Administration, among 
whom he found the names of Mr. CaAMBRELENG, 
Mr. Hessarp, &c. If the Senate had passed 
that amendment, the fortifications would have 
been left as they are now. After it came from 
the House of Representatives, the Senate added 
475,000 for Castle Island, $125,000 for the de- 
fense of Maryland, $80,000 for Fort Delaware, 
$75,000 for Fort Mitiln, and to other objects, 
$100,000; doubling (said he) the amount recom- 
mended by the President. 
| They had put these appropriations in against 
the executive will, against the executive recom- 
mendation, and still they were charged with a 
want of fidelity to the country. 
| In the House of Representatives, when they 
had a large and manageable majority in favor of 
the Admmistration, they had the bill in their 
ower, and suffered it to hie until the 3d of March, 
sefore it was ever touched. Mr. S. referred the 
Senate to the Journal, for the action of the House 
| upon the different Senate amendments. 

The House of Representatives had introduced 
a new section, appropriating $3,000,000, which 
was added toa bill about which there was no dis- 
pute; and the adding of that section (said he) 
tvas the cause of the failure of that bill. Congress 
| had been in session three months, and this three 
| million appropriation had never been thought of 

till eight o’clock in the evening of the 3d March 
| In the Senate it created profound astonishment, 
| and was resisted, and he was one that resisted it. 
|| He felt deep indignation, and in a short expres- 
|| sion of his feelings he put himself a that rejee- 
|| tion, and if history puthim upon it he was wilkag 

to stand there. He regarded it as opposed to the 

whole spirit of the Constitution, which did not 
mean to put money at the discretion of the Pres- 
ident. It was against the doctrine contained in 
the message of Mr. Jefferson in 1804. Give that 
treasury (said he) to Andrew Jackson, or any 
other man in his place, and the use of it may enc 
in the loss of our liberties. : 

We have not angels in the garbof men. The 
power of war and peace is with us, and when we 
give such discretion we surrender it. If that sec- 
tion had passed, the blood of American citizens 
would now be flowing in conflict with France. 
| It would have vested dictatorial power in the 

hands of the President. ‘The language by which 

the dictator of Rome was created was (literally 
translated) to see ** that the Republic suffered no 

injury.’’ He was not prepared then, and was not 

prepared now, to repose that confidence in the 

President; his history had failed to inspire him 
'| with it. It had been said there was some recom- 
mendation for this appropriation in our contro- 
versy with France. 

Mr. S. read the instructions to Mr. Livingston, 
and referred to the special message of the Pres- 
ident, from which nothing could be inferred of a 
hostile character in our relations with France. 
The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions in the House of Representatives, it was 
said, had given notice that when the bill for for- 
tifications came up he would move this three mil- 
lion appropriation as an amendment. This was 
an extraordinary mode of giving notice. He did 
not often search the columns of the Globe for the 
proceedings of the House of Representatives, and 
did not expect to find much there to gratify him; 
and on the 2d of March, when they were over- 
whelmed in business, they had not time toexamine 
the columns of the Globe for debates. For one, 
he did not choose to accept such notice. The 
notice was, that he would move $1,000,000 for 
fortifications, and $2,000,000 for the Navy. If 
that notice of the form of the amendment had been 
carried out, it would have been in accordance with 
the Constitution. But the amendment offered was 
not like it. If it was known that it was the wish 
of the President it ‘should pass, it was by com- 
municating it to confidential members; and if he 
did so it was a base shrinking ‘rom a faithful dis- 
charge of his duty. In the House of Represent- 
atives, when a resolution was offered by the Com- 
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mittee on Foreien Relations, that no further legis- 
lation in regard to our affairs with France was 
necessary, a distinguished member [Mr. Apams] 
moved that, if compatible with the interest of the 
Government, the negotiation be continued. That 
very resolution was, on motion by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations, laid 
on the table, which was giving up all idea of con- 
tingent preparations for war. The Senate said no 
further legislation was necessary; and the House, 
that the treaty must be maintained, and that no 
preparations were necessary. There was, there- 
fore, no difference between the House and Sen- 
ate. ‘The view he had taken was confirmed by 
the debates of the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. [Here Mr. 8, quoted passages 
from the speech of Mr. Campretenc.] On the 
Q4th of February it was explicitly declared in 
official documents, that there was no danger of 
a war. [Here Mr.5S. gave way to a motion to 
adjourn. ] 





January 26.—Mr. SOUTHARD proceeded. || 
When the Senate adjourned yesterday, he was | 


endeavoring to exhibit his understanding of the 
progress of the fortification bill. Mr. S. went 
minutely into a detailed account of the circum- 


stances connected with the fortification bill, and 


also the diplomatic bill. 


The House of Representatives had refused to | 


reeede from their amendment, and the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations hoped 


the House would not recede, and said that the | 


Senate had chosen to take the responsibility, and 
to let them have it; he would take no part in it. 


If the House had asked for a committee of con- | 


ference, that bill might have been saved. The 
motion of the chairman of the Committee on 
Moreign Relations operated as a defeat of the bill. 
A question was raised, whether a motion to re- 
cede, or a motion to adhere had precedence; the 


chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations | 


insisting on the motion to adhere. ‘The Senator 
from Massachusetts, then amember of the House, 


(Mr. Huns at moved a conference, which was | 


Oi 


unsuccessful. ‘The Senator had a perfect parli- 
amentary right, when the committee of confer- 
ence came in, to refuse, inasmuch as the House 
had voted toadhere. In support of this position, 
Mr. S. referred to the proceedings of Congress on 
the judiciary bill in 1825-'26. In that case, the 
Senate even refused a conference; and at the last 
session, if the Senate had desired, they could have 
defeated the fortification bill in the same way; 
but by waiving its adherence, and granting a con- 
ference, the Senate showed its disposition not to 
defeat the bill. The result of the conference was 
reported to the Senate with the consent of the 
Senator from New York, who was on the confer- 
ence, and it would have been confirmed by the 
Senate if the House had permitted it. The Sen- 
ate were prepared to vote for the bill embracing 


appropriations amounting to $1,667,000; but it | 


had assumed a specific form, and the moment it 
assumed that form, every effort was made to de- 
feat it in the House of Representatives. If, in 
consequence of the failure of this bill, our cities 
should be sacked, and our Navy suffer, the Sen- 
ate was innocent, or the records were false. Mr.S. 
adverted to various circumstances to show at what 
hour the conference took place, and said that no 
member of that conference objected to it, on ac- 
count of the hour. 

‘The Senate had sent a message to remind the 
House of the report of the committee of con- 
ference. For their right todo so, he referred to 
Jefferson’s Manual. They had done it; and there 
was the record of it, which could not be expunged. 
The language of Mr. Parxer,of the House, was. 
‘*Iiow can we pretend to say we have concluded 


the business without passing the fortification bill? || 


Can we leave this bill when there isan apprehen- 
sion of war ?’’ 


Senate, and have the President make the accusa- 
tion?’? There was not one recorded vote of any 
opponent of the Administration in the House of 
Representatives against the bill. [twas said the 
President would not have signed it. His con- 
stitutional term had notexpired. The matter is ex- 
plained (said Mr. 8.) in a memorandum on your 
table, granting him a discretionary power which 
would have been a substitute for th 
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And (said Mr. 8.) he ought to || 
have added, **Shall we charge the failure on the | 





found no difficulty in signing bills after twelve 


o’clock at night; and Washington had signed | 


them at two o’clock in the morning, in his wrap- 
or and slippers, after being waked up out of his 
ved; and there was no difficulty in getting bills 


signed after twelve o’clock until this *‘second | ; 


Washington”? had raised the objection. The 
President had thought it his duty to come into the 
halls of legislation and make an accusation; but 


the firm and fearless check of the Senate could be | 


applied to the simple machine of executive power. 


Mr. 8. closed his remarks by giving vent tosome 


expressions of his own patriotic feelings. 


fr. SOUTHARD having concluded, a few | 
remarks were made by Mr. LEIGH and Mr. | 


HUBBARD, when 


into the consideration of executive business; 
After which the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, January 26, 1836. 

Mr. HARDIN moved to suspend the rules in 
order to enable members to present petitions. 

The motion was negatived—ayes 97, noes 62; 
two thirds being necessary. 

Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill extending 


| the provisions of the act supplementary to the act 


to provide for certain soldiers of the revolutionary 
war; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Captain Thomas Cook, 
deceased; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, reported a bill for the relief 
_of John Randolph Clay; which was read twice 
and committeed. 

Unfavorable reports upon petitions were made 
by Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee 
on Claims, and Mr. HOWARD, from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs; which were laid on 
| the table. 

RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Manu- | 


factures, reported the following resolution; which 


| was agreed to. 
' 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 


is hereby, authorized to make sale of the plates engraved 


for the treatise of the growth and manufacture of silk by | 


Dr. James Mease, under a resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of I Ith May, 1826, being document No. 158 of 


| the first session of the ‘Twentieth Congress, and to deposit 
the proceeds of the sale in the Treasury of the United | 


States. 
THE APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MASON, of Virginia, from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, reported the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That from and after Tuesday, the 2d day of 
February, the several bills making appropriations for the 
support of Government, the naval and military service, for- 
tifications, and the Indian Department, at the hour of one 
o’clock each day, except on Fridays and Saturdays, shall 
take precedence in the order of business, and shall be con- 


| sidered until the same shall have passed the House. 


Mr. HARDIN rose to a point of order. He 
contended that it was incompetent for the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs to present this resolu- 
tion, inasmuch as it transcended their jurisdiction 
and changed the rules of the House. 

aoe MASON, of Virginia, briefly explained, 
when 

The SPEAKER decided that the resolution 


| was in order, but that it must receive the appro- 


bation of two thirds of the House, as it proposed | 


| to give a precedence to certain business. 

| Mr. BELL opposed the resolution, and it was 

/advocated by Messrs. SUTHERLAND, PAT- 
TON, MASON of Virginia, CAMBRELENG, 

~WADDY THOMPSON, and HOWARD. 


|| Mr. HOWARD moved the previous question, 


| but withdrew the motion. 
| The resolution was further opposed by Mr. 


|| HARDIN, when 
|| Mr. VANDERPOEL moved the previous 


‘| question, which was seconded—ayes 113, noes 
|| 86. 


| The question, ‘Shall the main question be 


e three million || now put ?’’ was decided in the affirmative. 


/appropriation. Jefferson, Madison, or Monroe, | 











| the Indians. 
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Mr. CRAIG asked for the yeas and nays on the 
adoption of the resolution; which were ordered. 
he question was then taken, and the resolu- 


_ tion was adopted—yeas 159, nays 59; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Ash, Ashley, Banks, 
Barton, Beale, Bean, Beaumont, Bockee, Boon, Borden, 
Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Bynum, William B. 
Calhoun, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chapman, 
Chapin, Childs, John F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, 


| Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushing, Cushman, Darling- 


ton, Denny, Dickerson, Dickson, Dromgoole, Effner, Fair- 


| field, Farlin, Fowler, French, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, William 


K. Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Gillet, Glascock, 
Grantland, Haley, Hamer, Hanuegan, Hard, Albert G. Har- 
rison, Samuel 8. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Hen- 
derson, Heister, Hoar, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, 


| Hunt, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, William Jackson, 


Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. 
Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, 
Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, 


|| Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Gideon Lee, 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, the Senate went | 


Joshua Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah 


| Mann, Job Mann, Manning, Martin, John Y. Mason, Wil- 


liam Mason, Moses Mason, May, McKay, McKeon, McKim, 
McLene, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Morris, 
Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Pat- 
ton, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, James A. Pearce, 
Pettigrew, Phelps, Phillips, John Reynolds, Joseph Rey- 
nolds, Ripley, Roane, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, Augus- 
tine H. Shepperd, Shinn, Smith, Spangler, Sprague, Steele, 
Storer, Sutherland, Taliaferro, ‘Taylor, John Thomson, 
Toucey, Towns, Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, 
Ward, Wardwell, Washington, Webster, and Weeks—159. 

NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Bell, Bond, 
Bunch, Jolin Calhoon, Carter, George Chambers, John 
Chambers, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, 
Deberry, Dunlap, Evans, Everett, Rice Garland, Granger, 
Graves, Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, Hammond, Hardin, Har- 
lan, Harper, Hazeltine, Howell, Ingersoll, Jenifer, Henry 
Johnson, Luke Lea, Lincoln, Love, Sampson Mason, 
Maury, MeKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Peyton, Pickens, 
Pinckney, Potts, Reed, Rencher, Robertson, Russell,Shields, 
Slade, Sloan, Standefer, Waddy Thompson, Underwood, 


| Vinton, White, Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod 


Williams—59. 
INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN FLORIDA. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported a bill making an addi- 
tional appropriation of $500,000, for repressing 
hostilities on the part of the Indians in Florida. 

Mr. C, adverted to the propriety of a speedy 
action on the bill; and, by unanimous consent, 
moved that the House go into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union upon the same; 
which was agreed to. 

The House then went into Committee, Mr. 
Howarp in the chair, upon the foregoing bill. 

Mr. WHITE moved to amend the bill by add- 
ing a section authorizing the President of the 


| United States to cause to be enlisted a regiment 


of one thousand mounted riflemen, by and with 
the consent of the Senate, for twelve months, if, 
in his discretion, he should deem it necessary. 
Mr. W. briefly supported the amendment. He 
said all accounts from Florida represented the 
Territory to be ina most distressing condition. 
Three entire counties Were already desolated by 
Their numbers were not known, 
and the melancholy information received from the 


inhabitants of those counties, as well as the de- 
| struction of the detachment of United States troops, 
| showed that these men had been equipped for ac- 


tion fora long time. A portion of them had been 


/armed by the Government of the United States, 
| with a view of their going to the west of the Mis- 


sissippi river; and another portion had received 
arms from smugglers and others. Mr. W. knew 
that the number of Seminole Indians had been 
greatly underrated; and it was known that there 
were not less than twelve hundred or fifteen hun- 
dred men, who had captured already about two 
hundred and fifty slaves, and those slaves who 
would not operate with them they intended to 
transport to the Island of Cuba. 

Now, the first question was, what was the best 
mode of putting an end to these disorders? It 
was impossible to draw the militia in the south- 
ern States this season, nor in the spring of the 

ear; and if the Indians were not entirely sub- 
jugated before the warm season it would then be 
rendered impossible. He believed, that in the 
course of three or four weeks a sufficient force 
might be raised to put an end to these hostilities 
by June or July; and if these troops should be 
unemploye? he understood that other portions of 
the United States wanted them at that time. In- 
formation had been received by the Secretary of 
War that the Creeks were in a very troubled 
state. He could assure the House that the whole 
Territory of Florida would be desolated ina very 





wae rnp 














kn een aia 


wae... 


a hasan 


<p stat alba 


Saba 





1836. 








short time, unless the Indians were repressed. 
Under these circumstances he hoped there would 
be no opposition to the amendment. He believed 
it proposed the best and most efficient means of 
putting an end to a war which had already caused 
a great sacrifice of lives, both of officers and men, 
on their march from Tampa Bay to join General 
Clinch. Mr. W. had himself received letters 
from officers at Tampa Bay, stating that the 
attack was made by no less a force than eight 
hundred Indians. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN was for receiving volun- 
teers as well as regulars, and spoke of the advant- 
ages of that description of troops over persons 








enlisted. His own county would raise five hun- 


dred men. 


Mr. HARDIN offered a proviso authorizing | 


the President of the United States to disband the 
force at an earlier period than twelve months, in 
case their services should be no longer required. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
to add the word ‘‘required ’’ to the amendment, 
which Mr. HARDIN accepted as a modification. 


Mr. ADAMS opposed the modification as an | 


unprecedented requisition upon the Executive. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL begged to inquire if the 
amendment of the gentleman from 
the consent of the Secretary of War ? 

Mr. WHITE believed it would have, and 
oledged himself to withdraw it when the bill came 
into the House, if it had not. 

Messrs. ASHLEY, RIPLEY, and UNDER- 
WOOD, opposed the amendment, and, after a 
few words in its favor by Mr. GLASCOCK, Mr. 
WHITE withdrew it. 

Mr. SHIELDS then moved an amendment 
authorizing the President of the United States to 
accept the services of one thousand volunteers, 
for the period of nine months; which, after some 
remarks from Messrs. SHIELDS, CAVE JOHN- 
SON, CRAIG, and WHITE, of Florida, was 
negatived. 

The committee then rose, and reported the bill 
without amendment to the House; and it was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill having been engrossed, was then read 
a third time and passed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of | 


Ways and Means, reported a bill making appro- 


priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of | 
the United States for the year 1836; which was | 


read twice and committed. 

Mr. PARKS, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Henry 
Wheaton; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill amendatory of the several 
acts eohitliahing and regulating the Treasury, 
War, and Navy Departments; which was read 
twice and sounelietel 


RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. 


Mr. WHITE, of Florida, by consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of organizing a regi- 
ment of mounted riflemen or dragoons, to operate against 


the Indians, if, in the opinion of the President, the public 
service requires it. 


Mr. RIPLEY asked the consent of the House | 


to submit a resolution of a similar character. 
Mr. GRIFFIN moved an adjournment, which 


was carried; and at five o’clock, p. m., the House | 


adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, January 27, 1836. 


A message was received from the House of | 


Representatives, by Mr. Frankuin, their Clerk, 
stating that the House had passed a bill making 


an additional appropriation to repress hostilities | 


commenced by the Seminoles, and asking the 
concurrence of the Senate therein. 


On motion by Mr. WEBSTER, the bill was | 
read the first time, and referred to the Committee 


on Finance. 
CLERKS IN GENERAL POST OFFICE. 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the | 


TH 


lorida had | 


| number of cierks employed by that Department, 
| and the salaries paid to each; and 


the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


of the Mad river and Lake Erie Railroad Com- 
pany, praying preémption rights of public lands 


B CONGREMON AL: GLOBE. 
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Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented the memorial | 


|| over which the road passes; which was referred | 


to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. ROBINSON presented the memorial of 
| sundry citizens of Illinois, praying to be remu- 
nerated for lands claimed by them, which have 
been sold by the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McKEAN presented the petition of a num- 
ber of citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, 
deploring the loss of property in the city of New 
York by a recent fire as a national calamity that 
must be felt in every portion of the Union; and as 
a measure of relief praying Congress to create two 
hundred millions of dollars of five per cent. stock 
to be divided among the several States, Territo- 
ries, and District of Columbia; and that ae pee. 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands be ple ged 

| for the payment of the interest and gradual re- 
| demption of the same; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Finance. 
| Mr. LINN presented the petition of a number 
| 


| of citizens of Missouri, praying for the establish- 
ment of post routes; also a petition from sundry 
|| citizens of Michigan on the same subject; both of 
|| which were referred to the Committee on the Post 
| Office and Post Roads. 

| Mr. L. also presented the petition of sundry 
| shipowners and masters of vessels, navigating 
| Lake Michigan, praying that an appropriation 
|may be made for the building of piers and_ the 
1 construction of a light-house at the mouth of 
} 


Grand river, of Lake Michigan; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Commerce. 
| Mr. L. also presented the petition of Alexander 
| MeMillan, and the petition of Brevet Major Wil- 
| liam T. Cobb, the first of which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and the latter to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TYLER presented the petition of Abra- 
ham Van Bibber, administrator of Isaac Garret- 
| son, deceased, praying that an act may be passed 
for the settlement of the accounts of the deceased; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of the heirs of Captain Jo- 
seph Blackwell, deceased; the heirs of Enoch R. 
Withers, deceased; the heirs of Doctor William 
Ramsey, deceased, severally praying for the com- 
mutation of half pay due chile ancestors; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented the petition 
of the heirs of Samuel Jones, deceased; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Massachusetts, engaged in the manu- 
facture of cordage, remonstrating against an 
diminution of the duty on foreign articles; which 


1 
| Onmotion by Mr.GRUNDY, it was referred to | 


was referred to the Committee on Manufactures. | 


Mr. LEIGH presented the petition of the heirs 
of Samuel Claggett, praying to be allowed the 
commutation of half pay to which their deceased 


Committee on Revolutionary Clainis. 

|| Mr. CLAYTON presented the petition of sun- 
dry citizens of penal. etenes that New Cas- 

tle may be made a port o 

|| ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Lieutenant James Parkinson, presenied at the last 


session, was again referred to the Committee on | 


Revolutionary Claims. 


Mr. MANGUM presented the petition of sun- | 


dry citizens of Washington, North Carolina, 


praying that an appropriation may be made for | 
the removal of the obstructions in the Pamlico | 


river. 


ancestor was entitled; which was referred to the | 


entry; which was re- | 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, presented certain res- | for the purpose of deepening the channel between the 


olutions of the Legislature of Florida, praying for | 
an appropriation for a light-house at St. Joseph’s | 
General Post Office Department, showing the || point; that St. Joseph’s may be made a port of |! 
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entry; and that a survey may be made of the 
harbor pf St. Joseph’s; also praying for the 
establishment of certain post routes; which were 
segeepretely referred. 

Mr. BENTON presented the memorial of the 


| Mississippi and Missouri Railroad Company, 
/asking a grant of land and the right o 


way 
through the public lands; which was referred to 


| the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 


be printed. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented the memorial of 
William Thorp; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Felickiry. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which had been referred the petition 
of Charles J. Catlett, reported a bill for his relief; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. SWIFT, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which had been referred the petition of Martin 
Prindle, reported a bill for his relief; which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. SHEPLEY, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, to which had been referred 
the petition of Theodore W. Morris, reported a 
bill for his relief; which was read, and ordered to 
a second reading. 

Mr. SHEPLEY, from the Committee on Claims, 
made an unfavorable report on the petition of John 
Kurtz and others. 

Mr. NAUDAIN, from the select committee to 
which had been referred the memorial of Dr. 

soyd Reilley, reported a bill granting him $10,000 
for the right to use his improvement for the ap- 
plication of steam to the human body in the hos- 
pitals of the United States; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported the bill for the relief of 
Robert Abbott, and the other heirs of James 
Abbott, without amendment. 

Mr. KNIGHT, from the Committee on Manu- 
factures, to which had been referred the resolu- 
tion in relation to such duties as might be reduced 
without injury to the manufacturers, reported a 
bill reducing the duties on a number of articles 


| therein named; which was read, and ordered toa 


On motion by Mr. BROWN, the aoe of | 


second reading. 

Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which had been referred the 
bill to extend the charters of certain banks in 
the District of Columbia, reported the same with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill provid- 
ing for the payment of a company of Vermont 
militia, who served at the Sethe of Plattsburgh; 
also, a bill to increase the salary of the principal 
clerk in the office of the Adjutant General; which 
were severally read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. RUGGLES, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, to which had been referred the 
peciton of Arthur Bronson, reported a bill for 
iis relief; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. KNIGHT, on leave, introduced a bill to 
renew the patent of Joseph Grant; which was 
read twice and referred. 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia be instructed to inquire into the expediency of abolish 
ing lottery drawings and the sale of lottery tickets in the 
District of Columbia. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of refunding to Ebe 
nezer Spaulding the sum of thirty dollars, paid by him into 


the Treasury for a patent, which patent has never been 
issued. 


Mr. SWIFT submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: 


Reolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 


islands of North and South Hero, in Lake Champlain, agree- 
ably to an estimate contained in a survey of said channel, 
as appears by the report of the Secretary of War, referred 
to said committee. 
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Mr. TOMLINSON submitted the following | 


resolution; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved. That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
for the improvement of Bridgeport harbor, in the State of 
Connecucut 


Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution: | 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in 
structed to inquire into the expediency of extinguishing the 
Indian title to the lands lying north of the Wisconsin, and 


the reservation on Lowa river in Des Moines county, all in | 


Michigan Territory. 


PROCEEDS OF SALES OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. EWLNG, of Ohio, from the Committee | 


on Public Lands, to which had been referred the 
bill to appropriate for a limited time the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands among the 
States, and for ee reported the same 
with amendments, which were read; and 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, five thousand extra 
copies of the report were ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN FLORIDA. 
Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 


nance, to which had been referred the bill that | 


came this morning from the House, making addi- 
tional appropriations to repress hostilities com- 
meneed by the Seminoles, reported the same with- 
out amendment, and expressed the hope that the 
bill would, by general consent, be carried through 
its different stages and passed to-day. 

Mr. CLAY observed, that as the war had com- 


meneed, it was no doubt the duty of Congress to | 


do all in their power to put an end to it. But it 
was not the least extraordinary of the events, 


marking the present times, that a war should have | 


been raging in one of the Territories for near two 
months without any information as to the cause 
of it having been communicated to Congress by 
the Exeeutive, and without any information on 
the subject having been sought by either branch 
of the National Legislature. He would be glad 
if the chairman of the Committee on Finance, or 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
would give him such information as they might 
vos8ess On the subject. 


Mr. WEBSTER was surprised that no official | 


communication had been made before this from | 


the Secretary of War. All he had heard upon 


the subject was from the gazettes of that part of | 


the country which was the seat of the war. 


He 


had inferred that the cause of hostilities had | 


grown out of the undertaking to remove the In- 
dians. The forces for such anenemy he thought 
a very considerable force. 


Mr. WHITE was very sorry it was not in his | 


power, as chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to answer the inquiry of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Criay.] The committee 


had had no communication directly or indirectly | 


upon the subject from any quarter. 
heard of these Indian hostilities, but had been 
under the impression that they had grown out of 
the removal of them. 

Mr. BENTON observed that he had received 


He had | 


no communication from any source by which he | 


could make known to the Senate anything in re- 
lation to the late disturbances in Florida; but 
some years ago he was a member of the Com- 


mittee on Indian Affairs, and as such it became | 
his duty to be informed of the situation of the 


Florida Indians. 1 
had been communicated to the committee that 


In the course of that duty it | 


these Indians were in a state of starvation; that | 
their country would afford no game; that they | 


would not work, and must starve unless they 


were fed where they were by the Government, or | 
kept themselves alive by plundering the inhabit- || 


ants of the Territory. Inder the pressure of 
these circumstances, appropriations had been 
made by Congress of large sums—say something 
like $30,000 or more—just to keep them from 
dying of hunger or plundering the inhabitants to 
get something to eat. These Indians had a bad 
character, as their name implied, Seminole, in 
the Indian tongue, meant wild Indian, runaway 


Indian, or what the Indians themselves called | 


** bad fellows.’’ He was in the Committe@ on 
Indian Affairs when appropriations were made in 
two or three instances, just to keep these Indians 
from starvation, 


The policy of removing them | 


was so obvious, that measures were adopted to | 


induce them to go beyond the Mississippi, to a || cause of the war. 


| the emergency promptly. For one, he would use | 
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country where they could find game to subsist | There are circumstances in which, althou 
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on; and treaties for that purpose had been made || the President cannot declare war, it may vot 
with them two or three years ago; but when || necessary to sustain the interest and the honor 
the time came round that they were to go, in || 


pursuance of the treaty, they would, instead of | 
going, shoot the chiefs who were to be their | 
leaders. This, he understood, had lately been 
done, and from this shooting of chiefs broke out 
those disorders which have been carried to the 
extent of a serious disturbance. 

He saw, from the letter of Major Belton, who 
made a report to the War Department from in- 
formation derived from three of the soldiers who 
escaped the late massacre, that the most active, 
the most ferocious, the most cruel and unrelent- 
ing of those engaged in the massacre were the 
runaway negroes of the South. He had also seen 
a letter from Lieutenant Grayson, of the Army, 
published at New Orleans, confirming this state- 


of battle was covered with the dead and dying, 
it was the business of these negroes to hunt for 
those who yet breathed, for the purpose of cutting 
their throats. He did not wish to go further; but 
he would remind the Senate that, two or three 
weeks ago, when he spoke upon the abolition 
petitions, he had remarked, and he would now 
repeat the sentiment, that what had lately re- 
ogeed from the movements of the Abolitionists 
had brought upon themselves a load of guilt and 
sin, in causing many slaves and some white men 
to lose their lives in the South, for which they 





|, could never atone, although the whole remainder 
of their lives should be spent in prayers of con- 


trition and works of retribution. As great as that 
mass of guilt and sin was, there might yet be 
another mass to account for, compared to which 
what now existed was asa drop to the ocean, and 
as a grain of sand to the mountain. He would 
say no more, for he had nothing but the public 
fact to go upon, that southern runaway negroes | 
were among the hostile Indians, and the most 
active, cruel, and relentless of those engaged in | 
the massacres. 

The bill was then read the third time and 
passed. 

The Senate then proceeded to the special order, 
which was Mr. Benron’s resolution for the ap- 
propriation of the surplus revenue to objects of | 
national defense. 

Mr. WHITE said an amendment had been 
offered that so much should be set apart as would 
be necessary for the defense of the country. Not 
being able to comprehend the meaning perhaps, | 





_ the crisis, whatever it might be. 


| threatening clouds would disappear. 


of the country. If we were told that it must 
come, for one he was ready and willing to meet 
He hoped and 
believed we would have no war; and that these 
The hon- 


/orable mover of this resolution had given it a 


| retrospective influence upon the last session. 








the difficulty, in his mind, was inereased by the || 


amendment. Under it they could proceed to 
appropriate every dollar in the Treasury to other | 
objects than those contemplated in the resolution. 
Who was to be the judge how much was neces- 
sary? It might be the means of inducing the 
public to believe that large funds were set apart 
for this great object, when, in fact, there might 
not be any. When the information sought for 
on that subject was received from the Depart- 
ments by the Senate, they would be able to come 
to some definite conclusion, and could act more 
understandingly. For one, he was willing, if we 
were to have a war with France, to vote for any 
additional sum for the purpose of putting ina | 
state of defense the present or any additional | 
fortifications that may be deemed necessary, and | 


cations after they were put into a suitable state 
of defense. And [ am willing, also, if necessary, 
(said he,) to vote an increase ofthe Army—willing 
to go to any reasonable extent in making appro- | 
priations for the Army and Navy. For one, I 
think, (said Mr. W.,) on so great a question the 
Executive will have no objection to come out and | 
put usin possession of the necessary information, 
and the proper recommendation as to what prep- 
arations will be necessary. It was his duty to | 
acquire the necessary information, and lay it be- 
fore Congress. Whenever we are told in a proper | 
way (said he) that the attitude of the country is | 
likely to be changed, he was prepared to meet | 


every means in his power to avoid that great 
calamity; but if it must come, I will (said he) go 
for my country against every other—would even 
waive my own opinion as to the propriety of the 


| induce him to expend the whole am 


| the several objects embraced in it. 
| of Representatives, in place of agreeing to this 


He 


had said there was a prospect of war, and that a 


| fleet of observation of France was approaching 


our coast; that we were in an unprepared state; 
and that the Senate had defeated the $3,000,000 
appropriation, which was the cause of the de- 


fenseless state of the country. I was one (said 


| he) who voted against that appropriation; and [ 


do not feel as if Iam answerable, or as if those 


'| who voted with me are answerable, for the de- 
ment; and one account stated that, after the field || 


fenseless condition of the country. As to the fleet 
of observation, there was no certainty about its 
object. The French fleet, with that long sword, 
could not awe him into a vote. Ido not (said 
he) take upon myself to show that A, B, or C 
has neglected his day: it was enough for his pur- 
pose to establish his own innocence. He might 
plead a former acquittal in bar, as far as he was 
concerned. He had been tried on this very ques- 
tion by those who had a right to try him, and he 
was acquitted by their unanimous verdict. 

But, notwithstanding his acquittal, he was dis- 
posed to waive his plea in bar, and meet the ques- 
tion on its merits. The Executive had recom- 
mended $439,000, and the Senate had added 
$420,000 more. Ifthe House of Representatives 
had agreed to these amendments, a bill would 


| have passed appropriating $859,000 to be placed 


at the disposal of the Executive, to be applied to 
The House 


amendment, proposed to amend that amendment 
by a new section appropriating $3,000,000, to be 
applied to the Army and Navy, with a proviso 
to expend the whole or in part at discretion. We 
were called upon at eight o’clock to act upon it. 
For one, he declared, in the presenée of this assem- 
bly and his God, he never was more surprised 
than on this occasion. He voted against it. He 
had not the most distant opinion as to who offered 
it. Tle believed, then, that the House, having 
the matter under their serious consideration, the 
moment they knew we disagreed to it, would 
at once recede. He felt a most anxious desire 
then, and he hoped he always would feel, to do 
all in his power to assist the Government in the 
discharge of its duties. He was deceived in his 
anticipations of what the House would do, and 
was called upon the second time to vote. I con- 


| cluded (said he) the Executive had not asked this 


appropriation, and that he did not need it, and 1 
so expressed myself. He was then honestly a 
friend to the Administration, whatever might be 
charged to him now; spoke of the influence that 
would have been exerted to induce the Executive 
to expend the $3,000,000 if it had passed. The 
whole influence of the Army and Navy would 
have been brought to bear on the President, to 
nt. The 
President would conclude, that if he resisted their 
importunities, and the country be involved in a 


' war, he would have to bear the responsibility. 


to make liberal appropriationsto arm these fortifi- || And eo we should then have had no war, 


(said Mr. W.,) and he had expended it, then 
these same individuals would be the first to cast 
the blame upon him. He did not converse upon 
this subject with any person that evening; and 
except with his colleague bekind that colonade, 
who said I had put the matter in a new light to 
him, I had no conversation with a single individ- 
ual on the subject. 

The gentleman from New Hampshire the other 
day adverted to the publication of debates in 
the newspaper in the interest of the Administra- 
tion, in which a member of the House had given 
notice of his intention to move this appropriation. 
If I wished to know, (said he,) wintne a fact 
was true or not true, that newspaper (the Globe) 
would be the very last place on God’s earth to 
which [ would go to ascertain it. He then re- 


ferred to the transactions in the House, to show 
that, if the fact was known to afew that the Pres- 
ident wished it, yet it was a matter to be kept 
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